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resolution to suspend the joint resolution provid- 
ing for the _— of additional copies of the 
Journals and public documents until the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Joint 
Committee on the Library. 


FALLS OF THE OHIO. 


‘On motion of Mr. WHITE, the resolution re- 

rted by the Committee on the Library in favor 
of printing eight diagrams of surveys of the falls 
of . Ohio, connected with certain contemplated 
improvements around the falls on the Indiana side 
of the river, was taken up for consideration; and 
being so amended by Messrs. Wuirte and Hey- 
person as to include twelve other diagrams of 
surveys of the bed of the river Ohio at the falls, 
was finally adopted. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate took 
upfor consideration the resolution for the adjourn- 
ment of Congress sine die. This resolution, as 

d by the Senate, fixed the 27th of May for 
the day of adjournment. The House struck out 
that, and inserted the ]7th June. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the amendment 
of the House by substituting the 4th day of June. 
Mr. E. remarked that he did not intend to say 
anything upon this matter. It wasa subject upon 
which every Senator could judge. He proposed, 
therefore, to have the vote taken upon the propo- 
sition which he had made, 

Mr. MOREHEAD did not see the necessity of 
acting upon the subject now, or of committing 
themselves to the day of adjournment, in the sit- 
uation in which they now were. Itcould be done 
atany time; and it seemed to him that it could 
have no effect upon the legislation of this House, 
whether the resolution be adopted now or not. 
He rose for the purpose of submitting a motion, 
supposing there would be no debate, with a view 
of testing the sense of the Senate upon the pro- 
ptiety of adopting the resolution at this time. He 
moved that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. EVANS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Breese, 
Clayton, Colquitt, Crittenden, Haywood, Jarnagin, Lewis, 
Mangum, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Sevier, Simmons, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—2). 

NAYS— Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, 
Bayard, Buchanan, Choate, Evans, Fairfield, Francis, 


Hannegan, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, Miller, Niles, 
Pearce, Rives, White, and Wright—20. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 
EASTERN HARBORS BILL, 
The bill from the House making appropriations 


for certain eastern harbors was rea¢ twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION BILL. 
The bill from the House fixing the day for the 
election of electors of President and Vice Presi- 


dent was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiclary. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Several adverse reports of the standing com- 
mittees, on private claims, were taken up and 
concurred in. | 

TREASURY RECEIPTS. i 

The joint resolution respecting the receipts 
issued by the Treasury of he United Bintan’ in 
— of public lands, was read the third time, 

passed 


| 
' 


j 





| 
TEXAS BOUNDARY. | 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, anid the Senate 
took up for consideration, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the relief of (that is, by allow- 
them to remove certain negroes into the Uni- | 

d States from Texas) certain persons residing | 
Within the reputed limits of the United States, of 


Arkansas 7 eo and beyond the bound- | 





bill last year for the relief of United States citi- 
zens, heretofore living within the reputed bound- 
ary line of the United States in Louisiana and 
Arkansas, but thrown into the territory of Texas || 


ary line between the United States and the Re- | 
public of Texas, as established by the commis- 
sioners appointed to ascertain the same. 


Mr. S. remarked that it was the same as that | 


by the line fixed upon by the commissioners. | 
Mr. SIMMONS inquired if the persons were | 
named in the bill. He thought it would be pru- | 
dent to have such specification. 
Mr. BERRIEN said they were not named, but | 
the bill provided against any abuse of its objects 
and intent, by requiring the claimants to its ben- 


satisfactory evidence of their being entitled. 

Mr. SIMMONS remarked that his inquiry | 
arose from observing that when the bi!l was in- 
troduced, it was stated to be for the benefit of | 
individuals speciaily named. 


file, asking for farther renuneration for losses sustained in 
macadamizing a large portion of Pennsylvania avenue in 
1832, be referred to a select committee of nine members 
with instructions to examine all the papers, both for and 
against said claim; and that they report tothe House by 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. DEAN withdrew his objection; and the 
| resolution was agreed to. 


CALL FOR INFORMATION. 
Several gentlemen endeavored to obtain the 
| floor. It was awarded to 
| Mr. SIMONS, who rose, he said, to a privi- 
| leged question, as that was the most approved 


|| method of obtaining possession of the floor. He 
|| had a resolution to offer; which, after a few words 
efits to go before the district judge and give him || 


of explanation, was adopted. 
The resolution was as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to assign the reason why the report of the commissioners 
| appointed by him, in pursuance of an act passed March 3, 
| 1843, and which was promised to be furnished this House 
| early in the present session, has not been furnished ; and 


Mr. BERRIEN observed that the committee that he be requested to furnish the same without further 


thought a general bill, properly guarded, to con- 
fine its operation to actual sufferers, would be 
better than a special bill. And although at this 
session only a single memorial had been presented 


on the subject, the committee thought it more | 


expedient to renew the general bill of last year, 
than to act upon an isolated case. 

Mr. SEVIER said there could be no objection 
to the bill; it was one which had passed the Sen- 
ate before, and was just and proper in principle. 


delay. . 
WROUGHT IRON GUNS. 


Mr. SIMONS also offered the following rego- 
lution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving recommend 
that the requisite number of diagrams be procured to illus- 
trate the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs in rela- 

| tion to the wrought iron guns on board the steamship-of- 
|| war Princeton. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. 
PIERRE MENARD, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. PHELPS, the Senate bill 
for the relief of Pierre Menard, Josiah T. Betts, 
Jacob Feaman, and Edmund Roberts, of the State 
of Illinois, securities for Felix St. Vrain, late In- 
dian agent, deceased, was taken ups considered, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


PORT OF ENTRY IN MAINE, 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate bill re- 
lating to a port of entry for the district of Passa- 
maquoddy, in the State of Maine, was also taken 
up, considered, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN CHARLESTON. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the same 
disposition was made of the Senate bill for certain 
repairs of the custom-house and post office build- 
ings of Charleston, South Carolina. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate went 
into executive session; and after some hours spent 
therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmar, May 17, 1844. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
-Mr/COBB asked permission to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SAUNDERS rose to a privileged question. 
Some remarks which were made by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Wuire] yesterday he 


|| considered to be such a direct reflection upon the 


report made by the committee, that he felt con- 
strained to ask for an explanation. 

The SPEAKER remarked that it was not a 
privileged question. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said he would ask the in- 
dulgence of the House, to enable him to ask the 
gentleman for an explanation. 

Mr. COBB said he believed he was entitled to 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER so decided. 

Mr. COBB then asked permission to offer his 
resolution. 

Mr. DEAN objected. 

Mr. COBB moved a suspension of the rules. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the petition and papers of J. W. Nye, 
assignee of Peter Bargy, jr., and Hugh Stewart, pow 920 


Mr. DEAN moved to take up House bill No. 
278. 

The SPEAKER suggested that the proper 
motion would be for a suspension of the rules 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole. 

At the request of Mr. DROMGOOLE, 

Mr. DEAN yielded him the floor for the pur- 
pose of presenting certain memorials, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE presented the proceedings 
of a meeting of citizens of Prince George county, 
in the State of Virginia, and also the proceedings 
of a meeting of citizens of Petersburg, in the 

|| State of Virginia, in favor of the immediate an- 
] nexation of Texas to this Union; which were 
|| severally laid upon the table, and ordered to be 


printed. 
EXTENSION OF PENSION LAW. 


Mr. SEYMOUR next obtained the floor, and 
asked permission to offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House be 
discharged from the consideration of House bill No. 7, pro- 
viding for the extension of the provisions of the law grant 
ing pensions to certain widows of revojutionary soldiers, 
and that said bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DEAN objected. 

Mr. SEYMOUR moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

Tellers were demanded and appointed; who 
reported—one hundred and six in the affirmative, 
considered to be two thirds; and the rules were 
suspended. 
he resolution was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicgins, their Secretary, announcing that 
the Senate had passed House bill No. 36, entitled 
** An act for the relief of the widows and o ns 
of the officers, seamen, and marines of the United 
States schooner Grampus,”’ with amendments; 
end had amended the title by adding thereto the 
words, ‘‘ and for other purposes.”” 

That the Senate had passed bills and resolutions 
of the following titles: 

An act for the relief of Henry Gardner and 
others, directors of an association called the New 
England Mississippi Land Company; 

An act to authorize the payment of equitable 
commissions to the agents or attorneys of persons 
in whose favos awards have been made under the 
several treaties between the United States and 
certain foreign Powers, which awards have been 
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retained in the Treasury in payment of debts due 


to the United States; 


An act relating to bonds to be given by custom- || 


sicers: 
house ofhecers; 


An act forthe relief of Gideon Batcheldor and 


others; 

Au act for the relief of Joseph Bryan, Harrison 
Young, and Benjamin Young; 

An act to amend an act entitled *‘ An act to re- 
organize the General Land Office; 

An act granting a pension to George Whit- 
lier; 

An act for the relief of Reynall Coates, William 
R. Johnson, and William B. McMurtrie; 

An act for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt; 

A resolution to authorize the transmission and 
resentation of books to the minister of justice of 
Pies ,inexchange for books received from him; 
and 

A resolution authorizing an allowance to Purser 
D. M. F. ‘Thornton in the settlement of his ac- 
counts. 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. DEAN, having again obtained the floor, | 


moved a suspension of the rules, in order to go 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of || 


the Union, for the purpose of taking up the bill 


he had reference to, namely: the bill for regulat- | 


ing the pay of the officers of the Navy. 


Mr. VANCE remarked that they had not had 
a duy for the consideration of the business upon | 


the Private Calendar for many weeks. 
The SPEAKER remarked that the subject was 
not debatable. 


Mr. VANCE then called for the yeas and nays 


on the motion. y 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he believed it was | 


not distinctly understood what the bill was, 
‘The SPEAKER remarked that the subject was 
not debatable. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana, inquired whether 


it wuuld not be competent for the committee to 
take up any other bill. 
The SPEAKER replied that 
could take up any bill they chose, 
Mr. VANCE withdrew his ¢all for the yeas 
and a and the question being put was nega- 
tived, 
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The committee accordingly rose, and reported 
| that they had found themselves without a quorum. 

Mr. HALE moved a call of the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SLIDELL moved that the House again 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SUMMERS also made the same motion. 

The SPEAKER (Mr. Wetter occupying the 
chair temporarily) said that no motion could be 
entertained, there being no quorum present, ex- 
cept a motion for a call of the House or a motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. COBB moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BIDLACK asked for tellers on that mo- 
tion. 

The yeasand nays were demanded, and ordered. 

Mr. WELLER (the speaker having resumed 
the chair) asked the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Coss] to withdraw his motion for adjournment, 
to enable him to move that when the House ad- 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. COBB acquiesced. 

Mr. WELLER then made that motion; and 
the yeas and nays were demanded, and ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 73, nays 72. 

So the motion was adopted, 

The Elouse then adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. PHCENIX: The memorial of John Erickson, of 
the city of New York, civil engineer, praying for compen- 
sation for his services as engineer, in planning and superin- 
tending the construction of the steam machinery and pro- 
peller of the United States steamer Princeton, and for 
other services therein specified. 

By Mr. LUMPKINS: The memorial of Joseph Thomp- 
son, Of Decatur, DeKalb county, Georgia, praying the ap- 
propriation of money to pay him for extra service in carry- 
ing the mail from Madison to Marietta, in Georgia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


'| Roads. 


the committee || 


Mr. ADAMS said he hoped the orders of the | 


day would be proceeded with. 
CADET TO WEST POINT. 
Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, asked permission to 
introduce the following joint resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Slates of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to ap- 


point a cadet to the Military Academy at West Point from | 


the first congressional district in the State of Ilinois, who 


shall be placed upon an equal footing, in all respects, with | 


the cadets appointed for the year 1844. 
Mr. VANCE objected. 
PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, the House re- | 


solved itself into a Committee of the Whole, 


(Mr. C. Jounson in the chair,) and considered || "3; 


the following private bills: 

The bill for the relief of Seth Sweetzer; which 
was laid on the table to be reported. 

The bill to provide for the payment of the pas- 
sage of General La Fayette from France to the 
United States, in 1824. 

Mr. SEYMOUR opposed the bill. 

Mr. CATLIN spoke in favor of it. 


Mr. BLDLACK opposed the bill; and in the | 


course of his remarks, yielded the floor to Mr. 
GIDDINGS, to make some explanations in favor 
of the claim, and Mr. REDING in opposition. 


| 
| 


IN SENATE. 
| Sarurpay, May 18, 1844. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, it was ordered 
that the petition of Nancy Mounts be taken from 
| the files, and, with a petition from Thomas 

Mounts he then presented, heir of Colonel Wil- 
lian Crawford, praying compensation for the 
| services of that officer during the revolutionary 
war, be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

MEMORIAL. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 

a large number of citizens of Chambersburg, 

| Franklin county, Pennsylvania, in favor of the 

annexation of Texas to the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


_ Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs, to which was referred the communication 
of the Secretary of War upon the subject, re- 
ported a joint resolution for the continuation of 
two clerks in the Bureau of Provisions and Cloth- 


which was read, and ordered to a second 
| reading. 


‘| On motion of Mr. WHITE, the previous orders 


| 
i] 
| 
i 


| of the day were postponed, and the above reso- 
lution was considered, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, reported to the Senate,and finally passed. 


{| GAS FOR LIGHT-HOUSES. 


Mr. PARMENTER spoke in opposition to the | 


bill,and was followed in some remarks by Messrs. 
GIDDINGS, SEYMOUR of New York, STET- 
SON, and VANCE. 

The question being put on the adoption of the 
bill, tellers were demanded; and Messrs. Griy- 
weit and Hare were appointed; who, having 
counted the votes, reported—ayes 62, noes 45. 

No quorum voting, 

Mr. WELLER moved that the committee rise, 
and report that fact to the House. 

Mr. CATLIN said he was willing that this bill 
should be laid aside for the present. 

Mr. HALE reiterated the motion made by Mr. 
Wexter, that the committee rise, and report that 
there was no quorum. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Secreary of the Treasury be in- 
structed to communicate to the Senate the result of an 
experiment made at the Christiana light-house for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the expediency of using gas instead of 
oil in the light-house establishinent ; showing the relative 
cost of the saine, and the opinion of the Department upon 
the same. 


NAVAL PENSIONS, 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the previous 
| orders of the day were postponed, and the Sen- 
| ate took up for consideratiun, as in Committee of 
| the Whole, the bill to consolidate and amend the 


| acts in relation to the pensions of the widows and 


orphans of certain naval officers. 

Mr. BAYARD moved to amend the bill by 
striking out, in the tenth line of the first section, 
the word * *was,’’ and insert ‘* would have been;”’ 
so as to make it read: ** would have been entitled 

| at the time of his death,’’ instead of ‘* was,’’ &c. 
| He moved the same amendment in the eleventh 
| line; and after the word “ death,’’ to insert ** ac- 





_May:38, 


y existing on th, 


| Ist of January, 1835. 
|| Mr. JARNAGIN inquired of the honorab| 
. a 
| chairman (Mr. Bararp] what class of cases pro, 
vided for in former pension laws were not a 
vided for in this? He made the inquiry becaus, 
|| he had received severai communications lately i 
the subject. 
Mr. BAYARD stated that it was the object of 
| this bill to correct a class of abuses embraceda,, 
former laws, such as officers or seamen dying of 
disease contracted in the naval service. This had 
been found to produce a great deal of difficulty 
and uncertainty. It was true, there were oe 
| cases of the disease being contracted in the ger. 
vice; but there were a great many other cages jn 
which the disease was previously lurking in the 
system, and developed only in the service. Afier 
due consideration, it was thought better that this 
class of cases should be stricken out altogether 
| as introducing great room for abuse. A circum. 
stance of this kind came to his knowledge no, 
long since. An individual, who was a carpenter 
in his ordinary capacity, was too feeble to cop. 
| duct his business on shore; and, in order to re. 
|| establish his health, he obtained an appointment 
as carpenter on board of one of our vessels-of. 
war. After making his voyage, this individual's 
disease became exasperated instead of heing re- 
lieved, and he died in consequence. His widow 
was now actually receiving a pension under the 
| provision of the law which provides a pension in 
| case of disease contracted in theservice. It would 
| be seen at once how open this clause was to abuse, 
To correct that class of abuses, the committee 
|| omitted them, after bestowing due consideration 
| upon the subject. 
| “Mr. JARNAGIN observed that his inquiry was 
occasioned by the phraseology of the sixth line of 
|| the second section—‘‘ should be killed, or die of a 
wound received while in the line of his duty, or by 
|| drowning, or otherwise, or of injuries received 
while in the line of his duty,” &c. He was per- 
suaded that there still some very hard cases to be 
'| covered, where men, after a long voyage of three 
'| or four years, died on shore in consequence of dis- 
|| ease contracted in the service. He was not able 
'| to see why the widows of such unfortunate indi- 
| viduals should not be provided for, as well as 
| those of seamen and officers who died on board 
the vessels. He would therefore move to amend 
the bill, by inserting after the words ‘‘ drowning, 
or otherwise, or of injuries received,” in the sixth 
line, the words, *‘ or of disease contracted while 
in the service of the United States.”’ 
Mr. HENDERSON remarked that, believing, 
as he did, that although the bill was a correction 
of some abuses, it still paces an extension of 
i 
i 


cording to the pa of ,the Nav 











the pension system, without the additional amend- 
ment now proposed. He was opposed to pen- 
sions generally. The whole system was a tax 
upon all classes of the people—poor as well as 
rich. He hoped that its extension beyond what 
was propose 
by the Senate. 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. ‘ 
Mr. BENTON observed that this was a bill of 
| great moment, being one to consolidate the pen- 
sion system. 


in the bill would not be sustained 


Mr. BAYARD said that there were but two 
laws that it affected; the act of 1813, and the act 
of 1834. One provided for that class of cases 
where the death occurred by reason of a wound; 
the other for disease contracted and injuries re- 
ceived in the service. The latter class—‘ for 

disease contracted in the service’”’—was left out 
in this bill. 

Mr. BENTON thought there was some anom- 
aly in the pension system. With a view to look 
-more deeply into the matter, he would be glad to 
have the bill postponed until Tuesday next. He 
had now an important subject upon which his 
mind was engaged, and he could not devote his 
attention to this matter. It was sufficiently im- 
portant, when an alteration of a single word In & 
pension act, heretofore passed, made a difference 
of several million dollars—some four or five mil- 
lion dollars having been withdrawn from the 
Treasury in consequence. 3 

Mr. OODBURY suggested to the chairman 
thataslightalteration was necessary in theeleventh 
line of the second section, He moved to strike out 
the last five words, as they made it inconsistent. 
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———————————— 
The amendment was agreed to; and the bill was 

then reporeee to the Senate. 
Mr. 

ible for the present. a 
Mr. BAYARD preferred having it postponed; | 


7 motion of Mr. TAPPAN, it was postponed 


; 


ynti] Tuesday next.. | 
HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 





On motion of Mr. BATES,gthe previous or- || 


APPAN moved that it be laid on the || 





| Jacob Williams, deceased; which was read twice, || Postponed: 
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Texas to the United States; which was ordered } Kentucky, to the agency in Cincinnati, in the 
to lie on the table. || State of Ohio. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ; | BILLS POSTPONED. 
Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, || The following House bills were next ‘taken up 


reported a joint resolution explanatory of the act || & '" Committee of the Whole, on adverse reports 
for the relief of Mary Williams, the widow of || of the Committee on Pensions, and indefinitely 


| A bill for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge, of 


Tennessee; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


considered as in Committee of the Whole, reported 
to the Senate, and finally passed. 
On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Commit- 


jers of the day were postponed, with the view || tee on Pensions was discharged from the further || Plummer; 


taking up several pension bills from the House. || 
re Piewing bills from the House were then | 


tuken up, considered as in Committee of the 


A bill for the relief of Isaac Justice, of Ten- 

ssee ; 

"7 bill for the relief of Sarah Blackmore; and 
A bill granting a pension to Bartholomew Ma- 
ire. 

The following House bills were taken up as in 

Committee of the Whole, amended at the sug- 
tion of the Committee on Pensions, reported 

to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 

third reading, as amended: 

A bill for the relief of William Glover; and 

A bill for the relief of Abigail Gibson. 

The following bills from the House were taken 
up as in Committee of the Whole, on adverse 
reports of the Committee on Pensions, and indefi- 
nitely postponed: 

A bill for the relief of John P. Schuyler; 

A bill for the relief of John Farnham; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Caswell; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Freeman; and 

A bill granting a pension to Richard Elliott. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Tne hour of one o’clock having arrived, the 
Senate, on motion of Mr. BENTON, proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business; and 
afler some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 20, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from Samuel Colt, ask- 
ing Congress to give him some consideration for 
his invention of a submarine battery, and for the 
time employed and expenses incurred in testin 
the practicability of the same; which was referre 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial 
from sundry citizens of Fredericksburg and vicin- 
ity,in Wayne county, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the annexation of ‘Texas to the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from a 
tumber of inhabitants of the county of Ontario, 
New York, remonstrating against the annexation 
of Texas to the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented a petition from the 
heirs of Robert M. Handy, praying to be paid 
for certain losses Pea for by the treaty for 
the purchase of Florida; which was referred to 

¢ Committee on Territories. 

_ Also, the pocesntings and resolutions of a meet- 
ing held in Dartington district, South Carolina, in 
favor of the annexation of Texas to the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Also,a memorial from the South Carolina Rail- 
toad Company, praying the reénactment of the 
law remitting the duty on railroad iron; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, a bill having been 
reported for that purpose. 

r. BUCHANAN presented a memorial of 
ohn Shaw, setting forth that he was the inventor 
of the ” gn agp locks used by the Govern- 
ment for cannon and small arms, and praying 
Congress to grant him some compensation there- 
for, e not having been paid for the invention; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 


Also, a memorial from a a number of citi- | 


zens of the United States, residing in Pennsylva- 
nia, strongly urging the immediate annexation of 


Whole, and finally passed: sions, to which was recommitted the bill from the 


consideration of the petition of Sabra Shepherd |, A bill for the relief of Enoch McDaniel; 
for the renewal of a pension. || A bill for the relief of Daniel Dupham; 
Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pen- | A Dill for the relief of Sally McGraw; 
| A biil for the relief of Daniel Ingalls; and 
House for the relief of Joseph Watson, made an || Senate bill granting an invalid pension to Gideon 
adverse report thereon. || Foster. ; 
On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Commit- |, The bill from the House for the relief of Eliza- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further || beth Blodgett was taken up as in Committee of 
consideration of the House bill for the relief of | the Whole, on an adverse report of the Commit- 
Hugh Wallace Wormly, tne petition of William tec on Pensions: but without being considered, 
Brown for a pension, and the documents of James | Wa8, on the motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, 
Duffy for a pension; and they were reterred to | ordered to lie on the table. 7 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. | The following bills were taken up and consid- 
He also, from the same committee, reported ered as in Committce of the Whole, reported to 
back without amendment, and with a recommen- || the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
dation that they do pass, the bilis from the House || third reading: a ‘ 
for the benefit of Simon Dennison and Lathrop ; Senate bill providing for the appointment and 
Foster. : : | regulating the pay of engineers and assistant en- 
Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pen- |; 8'heers in the revenue service; . 
sions, reported back without amendment, and |; House bill for the relief of Lois Cronk, or 
with the recommendation that it do pass, the bill | Cronkhite; 
from the House for the relief of Violet Calhoun, || [Amended.} ; , oe 
the widow of John Calhoun. Subsequently, on Senate bill for the relief of the heirs of William 


. . . {| 4 ’ J oe f 
the motion of Mr. S., the above bill was consid- || Fisher ;and . ie alti 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and finally || Senate bill for the relief of Benjamin Fergu- 
passed. || son. 
He also, from the same committee, made an || The adverse reports of the Committee on Pen- 


adverse report upon, and recommended that it be || sions on the petitions of Nancy Parker, of Ware- 
indefinitely postponed, the bill from the House for | ham Kingsley,and of Charles Hughes, were taken 
the relief of Dr. John Rose. || “Ps and concurred in. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on | EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Public Lands, reported back with certain amend- | ; ‘ < = 

ments, and with a recommendation that it do pass, || On Soe of rs BEN TON, the sia see 
the bill from the House to amend the act to pro- || ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
vide for the armed occupation and settlement of || and after some time spent therein, adjourned. 
the unsettled part of the peninsula of Florida. | 


BILLS PASSED. 


The joint resolution and bills heretofore or- | 
dered to be engrossed, were read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Joint resolution from the House to continue 
two clerks in the War Department, on the busi- | 
ness of reservations and grants under Indian trea- | 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpary, May 20, 1844. 
The Journal having been read, 
Mr. CAMPBELL presented certain resolu- 
tions adopted by a meeting of his constituents in 
favor of the annexation of Texas to the United 

















ons | States; which were laid on the table, and ordered 
’ . : 5 . || to be printed. 

Senate bill making appropriations for the repair | @ be printed ; ; 

of the custom-house and post office building at 1 LAND TITLES IN OHIO. 

Charleston, South Carolina, and providing furni- |} Mr. ST. JOHN gave notice that he would, 
ture and book-cases for the same; || to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the 


rg wee 7 rend ie of rer = purpose of quieting land titles in Ohio. 
siah T. Betts, Jacob Feaman, and Edward Rob- | : ee 
erts, of the State of Illinois, sureties of Felix St. | SUB-MARINE TROIEM, 
Vrain, deceased, late Indian agent; || Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on Engrav- 
Senate bill relating to the port of entry in the || ing, to which was referred the map or drawing 
district of Passamaquoddy, in the State of Maine; | accompanying the report in relation to the sub- 
and marine telescope, reported the following resolu- 
Senate bill for the relief of (that is, by allowing || tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
them to remove certain negroes into the United Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be required 
States from Texas) certain persons residing within || to procure the plates respecting the sub-marine telescope, 
the reputed limits of the United States, of Ark- || * Sceompany the report on the subject. 
|| ansas, and Louisiana, and beyond the boundary 
line between the United States and the Republic 
of Texas, as established by the commissioners 
appointed to ascertain the same. 
n motion of Mr. JOHNSON, it was 


| | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of passing a law 





POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. WELLER, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Dromeoote in the 
chair. 

Mi McKAY moved that the committee take 
up the bill making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th June, 1845. 

Mr. DEAN moved that the committee take up 
the bill regulating the pay of the Navy. 

Mr. CAMPBELL sles notice that, if the pend- 
ing motions failed, he should move thatthe com- 
mittee take up the bill extending the charters of 


authorizing salt from foreign ports to be landed on the right 
bank of the Mississippi river, opposite the port of New 
Orleans. 

The following bills were taken up as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, considered, reported to the 
Senate, and finally passed: 

An act for the relief of James Reid; 

An act for the relief of James C. Hallock; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Bonnell; the District banks. _ ‘ 

An act for the relief of Levi Colmus; Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, gave notice that, on 

An act to explain an act passed on the 3d day || a similar contingency, he should move to take up 
of March, 1843, entitled ‘*An act for the relief of || the bill to reduce and graduate the price of the 

i| Elizabeth Gresham; public lands. 
An act for the relief of John Miller; and Mr. McKay’s motion was adopted; and the 
An act to authorize the transfer of the names || committee took up the Post Office appropriation 
of pensioners from the agencies in the State of |! bill; which was read 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the bill by adding, at the end thereof, a proviso 
that no special or traveling Post Office agent 
should receive a higher compensation than $1,000 
per annum, and two dollars per day for traveling 
expenses. Mr. D. remarked tha: a provision 
rebelde the salary of these agents to $1,000 had 
been introduced into the Post Office appropriation 
bill, at the last session of Congress, by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. He then voted in 


favor of the reduction, because he believed that | 


$1,0000 per annum, and two dollars per day to pay 


expenses, was sufficient compensation, especially | 


as stage cortractors with the Department stipu- 
lated to carry its agents free of charge. 
duction yassed the House, but was disagreed to 
in the Senate. 
ference between the two Houses, of which the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
(Mr. Fillmore,) Mr. Botts, of Virginia, and him- 


self, were appommted on the part of the House. | 


Both those gentlemen, and he himself, strongly 
insisted upou the reduction. Among other argu- 
ments, they urged that these special agents were 


employed principally in eclectioneering, and per- | 


formed little or no official duty, Such was the 


case in their States respectively. 


Among the considerations urged by him were, | 
that he had known an active and most competent | 
agent to be displaced by the present Postmaster | 
General, and a man not so well qualified to fill | 


the place appointed in his stead; that a fitter man 


than the new incumbent could be obtained for | 
$1,000 and that he was unsuited for the place; | 


that the amount proposed was enough; and if 
indolent gentiemen and broken down politicians 
were excluded, and young men of activity, 


alertness, aud working properties, who knew | 
how to do the business of the place, and were not | 


above its performance, were sought, they could 
be obtained for the proposed salary. The Senate 
members insisted upon the salary continuing at 
$1,500 per annum, and the result of the conference 
was a compromise, by which it was fixed at 


$1,250 per annum, with two dollars per day for | 


expenses. 
In Mr. D.’s conversation in the committee, he 
did not mention the name of the agent; Samuel 


M. Brown, Esq.; he said nothing derogatory to | 
his principles or honor; and he had never heard | 


any imputation of the kind against him, and had 
no unfriendly feeling for him. Mr. D. stated, in 
few terms, but very decisively, that Mr. Brown 
was unfit for the place; and he meant this, and 


nothing more—that he had not the industry, the | 
activity, the alertness, the will to work, which | 


were requisite in a special agent of the Post Office 
Department. Immediately on the adjournment 
of Congress, he returned hog and commenced 
a canvass for reélection, and a nephew of the 
Postmaster General became his opponent. He 
had heard before he left this city that Mr. Robert 
Wickliffe, jr., was to be his competitor. 

In the month of May, and when the canvass 
was waxing warm, he received from this agent, 
Samuel M. Brown, Esq.,a letter dated 27th April, 
1843, at New Orleans, (where, and in the adja- 
cent county, his duties required him to be,) con- 
taining this paragraph: 

** A friend of mine writes confidential as followeth: ‘I 
regret to find that your appointment was made the reason 
with Mr. Garretr Davis to urge a reduction of the com 


pensation of special agents to $1,250, and two dollars per 
day. It does not becomes me to say to you what was rep- 


resented to me by a member as being said of you by Mr. | 


Davis in a committee of conference upon this subject. I 
wish you did know it, and that you would ask liim to repeat 
it to you.’ ”” 

Immediately on the receipt of this letter, Mr. 
D. said, he had responded to it, and informed Mr. 


Brown of the character of his opposition in com- | 
mittee to his appointment, and requested him to | 


give the name of his correspondent. This he 
declined to do, because of the confidential char- 
acter of the letter, and expressed some dissatis- 
faction with his course as explained by himself. 


A few weeks thereafter, Mr. Brown made his | 


appearance in his district, and for two or three 
weeks attended the places of public meeting be- 
tween his competitor and himself. He contin- 
ued this course up to the day when the bloody 
affray took place between Cassius M. Clay, Esq., 


and himself; and in his evidence in a court of | 


justice, Mr. Brown proved that on that day he 
ad not intended to go to the muster where the 


The re- || 


This led ton committee of con- | 


| affray occurred, until the nephew of the Post- 
| master General, my competitor, came to the tav- 
| ern at which he had stopped, and insisted upon 
|| his going out. Mr. D. said he was not present 
'| when the fight occurred. He did, and still does, 
regret his absence on that occasion, because he 
was satisfied that if he had been present there 
would have arisen no occasion for it. He feels 
|| this regret because of the character of the affray, 
|| because of the parties to it, and especially be- 
|| cause of the serious injury in which it resulted 
|| toa gentleman for whom he had always cher- 
|| ished and yet cherishes kindand friendly Feelings. 
|| That gentleman acted improperly, but was the 
|| victim of the machinations of others much more 
|| wicked and not so courageous as himself. 
| Mr. D. said he was satisfied he saw the Post- 
| master General in this matter, Some time since 
he addressed him a note requesting to know 
whether he had written the letter to Mr. Brown, 
from which the previous extract was taken, and 
the Postmaster General replied, substantially ad- 
mitting it. He then sought a personal interview 
with Mr. Wickliffe, and said to him, ** in writing 
that letter he had acted cowardly.’’ Heresponded, 
‘That is a matter of opinion, Mr. Davis.”? Mr. 
D. rejoined, ** Yes, sir, you acted cowardly in 
writing that letter; and you have not the courage 
to resent the imputation.’’ The Postmaster Gen- 
eral then passed on. I have no language of op- 
probrium to use here in relationto him. Respect 
for myself, and for the body of which | am a mem- 
ber, would both restrain me if I felt such an in- 
clination. But I have felt it due to myself to state 
these facts. 

The Postmaster General knew well both Mr. 
Prown and Mr. Bryant, the agent whom he made 
Mr. Brown to supersede. He knew the relative 
fitness of each for the piace, and he knew further 
that Mr. Brown was a man of desperate charac- 
| ter, who had had several bloody affrays. He 
writes a confidential letter to him at the distance 
of one thousand miles, and Mr. Brown thereupon, 
in conformity to his suggestion, calls him to ac- 
count. Shortly after, he leaves his post and his 
| duty, comes into my district, attends public meet- 
ings in Scott, Jessamine, and Fayette counties, 
and enters ardently into the canvass forthe Post- 
master General’s nephew; and the latter takes him 
to the scene of political and personal strife. I 
leave it to all candid men whether the Postmaster 
General did not detail his subordinate, who held 
| place at his will, to make a set upon me. And is 
this the service for which these agents are to receive 





duty, from the nature of their service, snd the 


last Congress, of opinion that $1,000 per annum, 
and two dollars a day, is enough. I therefore 
submit the amendment. 

Mr. McKAY was understood to explain that 
| this subject was before the last Congress; and the 





'| was limited to $1,250. That was now the law; 


| 





opinion that they should be liberally paid. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to strike out the twen- 
ty-second and twenty-third lines, making an ap- 
propriation of $28,000 for these special agents, 
and the addition of a provision at the end of the 


was notin order while the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky was pending. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, withdrew hisamend- 
ment in order to rembve the difficulty in the way 
of the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. RATHBUN then submitted his ameund- 
ment; and he supported it by some observations. 


out and putting in local postmasters. In the de- 
tection of frauds on the Department, and of rob- 
beries of the mails, they were useless; for, for 
many years, in that section of the country from 
which he came, the discoveries had been made 
by the loca! postmasters; and yet, useless as they 
were, these agents were a great tax on the coun- 


$1,250 per annum, and two dollars per day? Sir, | 
if those agents were forbid, as they ought to be, | 
such electionecring, and were required to do their | 


qualities of the sort of men who would be most | 
suitable to perform it, I am still, as I was in the | 


| salary and other remuneration of these officers | 


and as they were confidential agents, he was of 


bill for the abolition of the office of special agent. | 
The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment | 


He agreed with the gentleman from Kentucky | 
{Mr. Davis] that the business pursued by these | 
special agents was political in its nature, and was | 
the overhauling of the post office lists, turning | 


try. They were traveling from one e 

cman tothe other, at the public ceueae a 
gaging in polities wherever they went; and hen. 
since he had seen the working of the system : 
had been in favor of abolishing it. Po 

Mr. HUDSON concurred in the remarks mad 
by the gentleman from New York. These special 
agents were a class of men that were overned 
more by personal and political consi erations 
than the public good. 

Mr. SCHENCK suggested that a fund of 5,09 
should be left, to be appropriated by the head of 
the Post Office Department to remunerate |ocaj 
postmasters and others for their trouble jn dis. 
covering frauds on the Post Office, if the specia) 
agents were dispensed with. 

Mr. RATHBUN accepted the suggestion as, 
modification of his amendment. 

Mr. McKAY hoped the amendment would no 
be agreed to. There had been no examination 
of this subject by the Committee on the Post Of. 
fice and Post Roads; and he thought the commit. 
tee should not agree to disband this class of off. 
cers without some inquiry into the ex ediency of 
such a step, for they might thereby be opening 
the door to frauds and robberies. 

Mr. DOUGLAS said the proposition to dis. 
pense with special Post Office agents struck him 
with surprise and astonishment. He believed 
them to be of great service to the Department; 
and that in no case of fraud or robbery coulda 
conviction be secured without their services, 

Mr. DARRAGH defended the special agents 
on the ground of extreme usefulness. They 
were to the Government what the private couns:! 
was to an individual in the prosecution of crim- 
inal cases. They prepared the case for trial, dis. 
covered and collected testimony, and a conviction 
could not be secured in any case without such 
services. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from New York Er, 
Ratusun] is designed to deprive the Post Ofice 
Department of a service which it has possessed, 
and which has been deemed necessary, from the 
organization of the Government down to the pres- 
ent moment. The information given now from 
all sides of the House, goes far to prove that the 
services of those traveling agents cannot be dis- 
pensed with without certain injury to the public 
service. Upon what grounds are we called upon 
to abolish these agencies? We are told they are 
political, and not agents of the Post Office De- 
partment, as connected with any legitimate busi- 
ness of that Department. We are also informed 
that those agents recommend appointments in the 
local post offices of particular persons, who stip- 
ulate to perform certain political service to the 
Administration as a consideration of appointment, 
&e. Sir, 1 doubt the accuracy of this assump- 
tion. First: because I am not inclined to believe 
that the Postmaster General or President would 
| be influenced by any motive of this character, 
| and have given no such instructions to any one 
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'| of those agents; and if they have, I am well con- 
'| vineed that, in Alabama, at least, no man of any 
party would accept s6 contemptible a bribe, or 
| sacrifice his principles upon any such conditions. 
| If there be such a man, he is not an Alabamian 
|| in feeling, nor is he actuated by the feelings com- 
|| mon to that peonle. 

| regret to see the course pursued by both the 

| great parties of the nation towards the present 
Administration. ‘That Administration came into 
existence under peculiar cireufstances; and it 
has received extraordinary treatment from the 
Representatives of the people from its beginning 
to the present moment. If the President veto 4 
bank bill, he is instantly denounced as a traitor, 
and charged with the deliberate design of sacri- 
|| ficing the interestof the country upon the altar of 
personal ambition. If a distribution bill is ve- 
|| toed, it is magnified into a deliberate intrigue to 
secure his reélection to the Presidency. If ® 
treaty is concluded, adding to the national terr- 
| tory sufficient for an empire, and necessary not 
, Only to quiet ovr internal commotions, bat nt 
'| Secure our gulf possessions against the dangers © 
|| foreign invasion, it is instantly charged as a deep 
| laid intrigue to cheat the people out of their choice 

| for the Presidency, and to secure the reelection to 
|| the Presidency of the present incumbent. Sir, 
this course is not on! oer ceed but ridiculous; 
‘| and it is quite time that the interests of the coun- 
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should receive some small part of the atten- 
of Congress, and that its interest should no 

r be sacrificed upon the sole ground that 
Mr Tyler’s prospects for reélection to the Presi- 

“.y will brighten if this measure is adopted or 
ihat treaty is approved. This course is the more 
ridiculous and contemptible because it is pursued 
by persons who, in some instances, long ago— 

ars passed—were foremost in the advocacy of 

i measures. But it is not now the time to 
sdopt those measures, norare the reasonsassigned 
for the adoption of them satisfactory, although 
ye are all for the adoption of them at the proper 
ime and upon the proper reasons. 

Now, sir, why is it not the proper time? Be- 
ause Mr. Tyler made the treaty, and his popu- 
iprity may be increased if it be ratified. And, 
moreover, the reasons assigned by the Secretary 
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yarity, if the treaty is concluded; therefore it 
must be rejected at this time. Will a course of 
his kind satisfy the people? Will they be satis- 








Uit- HM éod that great national measures, involving the 
oh. interests of the whole country, shall be postponed 
y of or lost forever, because the time of settling them, 
ung or the reasons assigned by the Secretary of State 
a for doing SO, are not satisfactory to the ambitious 
-_ jrants to the Presidency in expectancy? I 
him tok not, sir. And it may be the people will 
ved observe an ambitious selfishness in this course 
a which will not meet their approbation or merit 
da their confidence when the parties interested will 
most need it. 
nts Sir, I will say, in conclusion, to the gentlemen 
ey fom New York (Mr. Rarusun] and Massachu- 
sel wits [Mr. Hupson] if any portion of their con- 
a aituents can be bribed into a betrayal of their 
ve principles, and to perform political service to Mr. 
ch Tyler, for the contemptible office of a petty post- 
» master, they would be a very unsafe depositary 
‘i. of political power, and vast injury might be done 
tr the cause of civil liberty by an offer to them 
ie of seven dollars per month and rations. But I 
od ielieve the gentlemen do their constituents injust- 
- ce. I trust there is no part of the American peo- 
“4 ple who can be thus bribed. Believing this, I 
i cannot consent to vote for the amendment, even 
va if those agents did interfere in the politics of the 
od country—knowing the necessity of the service. 
lic But, with every reason to believe that they do not 
. 80 ess trust the amendment will be re- 
ected. 

e. "Mr. WENTWORTH said he was not quite 
ql satisfied that these officers were so essentially 
ed necessary as some gentlemen seemed to suppose; 
he atleast so great a number as were now employed. 
p= And he would inquire how it happened that the 
a always agreed in politics with the existing Ad- 
nt, ministration? ‘They had it in their power to do 
. agreat deal of mischief, traversing the Union from 
Se one end to another, and acting as the medium of 
Id application, from the people of various sections, 
r, for the establishment of post offices at various 
a points, 

~ The question was taken upon the amendment; 
iy and, upon a division, there were 59 in the affirm- 
ér alive, and 28 in the negative—no quorum voung. 


. Tellers were then demanded ;and Messrs. Burke 
und BrENGLE were appointed; who reported— 


.. ayes 77, noes 62. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 

he The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
nt the House. 
t NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 
: On motion of Mr. McK AY, the committee took 
e ” the bill making appropriations for the support 
. of the Navy. 
: Mr. PARMENTER moved the following 
‘. amendment: 
of After the word “ dollars,” in the eleventh line, insert : 
‘ Provided, That the Whole number of petty officers, sea- 
e Men, Ordinary seamen, landsmen, and boys, in the naval 
to service, shall not exceed seven thousand five hundred, at 
a any one time during the fiscai year for which this appro- 
ie Priation is made. 
ot Mr. SLIDELL moved the following, as an 
to amendment to the amendment: 
of Provided, That no portion of the said sum be applied to 
? the pay of any officers of any grade beyond the number in 
‘e the respective grades that were in the service on the Ist 
i. day of January, 1842: 4nd provided further, That ail per- 

‘ons who may have been appointed as master’s mates since 
ry the 4th day of August, 1842, and who were not, at the 
5 lime of their appointment, able seamen of the first class, 
” shall be forthwith disrate4, 





of State for making the treaty will add to his pop- | 


ee 
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Mr. C. JOHNSON expressed himself gratified | nothing in the character he had previously sus- 
to see the limitation proposed by the chairman of | 





| tained that would justify it; but when he came to 


the Committee on Naval Affairs; that he had || learn the facts connected with these appointments 


long believed that we should have a peace estab- || 


of master’s mates, he was satisfied that the Senate 


lishment for the Navy as well as the Army; and || had acted correctly, and that their rejection of 


that the number of 0 
be limited to the necessities of the public service. 
Heretofore, the Navy had been left to the discre- 
tion of the Secretary, only limited by the appro- 
priation bills. He urged upon the chairman of 
the Naval Committee the propriety of reducing 
still further. If he did not misunderstand the 
amendment, it proposed to man the number of 
vessels required for the next year in the same 


way that we would in time of war—as we have | 


heretofore done. He thought there should be a 


difference in the complement of men required for || 


each ship in war and in peace. He read a table, 
showing that in the British service, first class 


men-of-war, of one hundred and twenty guns, in | 


time of peace, had on board (officers, men, and 
marines) eight hundred and eighty-six men, while 


the same class in our service had on board twelve | 


hundred men—officers, men, and marines—near 


one third more officers and men in the American , 


service than were employed in the British. The 
table showed about the same difference in vessels 
of inferior size. 
and officers should be regulated for a peace and 


not a war establishment. He expressed the hope || 


that the chairman of the Naval Committee would 
so shape his amendment as to fix the number of 
officers and men for a peace establishment. 
was desirous of having a peace establishment, 
and the expenditures properly regulated. This 


branch of the service, together with the Army, | 


were the great sources of expenditure. He read a 
table, showing the expenditures of these branches 
of the public service from 1821 to 1842, as follows: 


POO BIUIE vo cccncccnce nccsedessceceesénte $137,810,930 
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Annual average........... eee 926éen $10,708,074 
He said the country would be astonished to see 


the immense sums expended on the Army and | 


Navy; and, as he thought, without any adequate 
return to the country. He could see no advant- 


age to the country from this immense expendi- | 


ture—no adequate return. He was aware of the 
excuse made for it—the protection of our com- 
merce. This was a mere pretext—an excuse for 
throwing upon the public Treasury an immense 
number of men, who might be much more profit- 
able to the country employed in other occupa- 
tions. He alluded to the Mediterranean squad- 
ron and the expenditures for the protection of our 
commerce on that sea; and expressed the opinion 
that our expenditures at that station equaled the 
whole of the commerce east of the straits of Gib- 
raltar—that it would be better for the country to 
pay for the commerce than protect it; that there 
was no more need to protect our commerce in the 
Mediterranean than there was in the Chesapeake 
bay* Such a thing as pirates in that sea hail been 
scarcely heard of in the last twenty years. He 
expressed his determination to vote for the amend- 
ment, but he hoped the chairman would so shape 
it as to make a regular peace establishment. 

Mr. SLIDELL called for the reading of the 
amendment submitted by him, and, it having 
been read, Mr. S. said that he would say a word 


cers and men in each should 


He thought the number of men || 


He | 


97,766,696 | 
+ ooo 0235,577,626 | 


} 


| Mr. Henshaw was caused by this course of con- 
| duct on his part. Now, he thought that a 


|| friend of the ae should join in correcting suc 
i 


|| abuses as this. He did not intend to make any 


|| charge of the kind against the present Secretary 


|| of the Navy; on the contrary, that officer had told 
|| him that he disapproved of Mr. Henshaw’s con- 
|| duct in this particular instance. All he wanted 
|| was to provide by law against the recurrence of 
such an abuse. He fully agreed with the chair- 
‘| man of the Naval Committee, that the number of 
men should be limited, though he was not pre- 
|| pared to say that the reduction should be as low 
| as seventy-five hundred, 
| Mr. HOLMES observed that the amendment 
\| of the chairman of the Naval Committee [Mr. 
|| Parmenter] restricted the Navy Department in 
manning the vessels ofthe Navy, and he was 
| therefore opposed to it. The observations of the 
gentleman from Tennessee induced the belief that 
he looked upon the Navy asa perfectly useless 
|| incumbrance on the Government, and that it cost 
more to keep itup than our commerce was worth. 
| He was opposed distinctly to any limitation as to 
the number of the men. There had been already 
\| a limitation onthe number of officers, and he ven- 
|| tured to assert that the limitation of the number 
|| of men would be productive of the greatest diffi- 
|| culties. ‘The personnel of the Navy could not be 
|| obtained atanytime. Napoleon, inthe height of 
his power, commanding, as he did, the southern 
|| ports of the Mediterranean, built and equipped 
| two large fleets, superior in strength, so far as 
| ships were concerned, to those of the British; but 
|| what was the result? Why, in the height of his 
power, he was unable to meet the fleets of Great 
|| Britain, because he discovered, after having in- 
|| curred an enormous expense, that he could not 
get the personnel. The wisest monarch on the 
|| continent of Europe was now availing himself of 
|| Napoleon’s dear-bought experience, and taking 
the best means of accomplishing what Napoleon 
failed in—that is, in time of peace raising up sea- 
men for his navy, by encouraging his commercial 
and military marine. What was this Government 
now doing? Why, giving bounties to our fish- 
| ermen, and giving them also indirect bounties, in 
the way of a drawback on salt. Not that fish 
|| was wanted, or that salt was wanted; but it was 
thought wise, in this way, to carry out the policy 
of our forefathers, and encourage the growth of 
|| seamen, to be ready in the event of a war. 
| Mr. H. denied that there would be any true 
|| economy in the adoption of the amendment. The 
|| expense would not be reduced; for if the number 
| of men on board a line-of-battle ship should be 
|| reduced to seven or eight hundred men, as con- 
|; templated by the gentleman from ‘Teunessee, the 
| Department might send out a sloop-of-war with 
|| the ship-cf-the-line, carrying three or four hun- 
| dred more. The Department had only to keep 
|| more vessels afloat, and the object of the amend- 
|| ment would be thus defeated. Under these cir- 
|| cumstances, he thought the matter had better be 
|| left to the discretion of the Department. But 
|| again: suppose there were eight thousand men in 
| the Navy: had the Government the power to dis- 
|| miss them when it pleased? No; it was bound 
by the contract entered into with the men when 
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-or two in explanation, in order that its object || 


might not be misunderstood. By the act of 2d | 
March, 1842, it was provided that the number of | 
officers in the service should not be increased be- 
aay what it was in 1841; nor should the num- || 

er of midshipmen be increased beyond the num- || 


ber in service in that year. The object of the | 


amendment was to correct an abuse that had been 
racticed, not by the present Secretary of the 
avy, but by his predecessor, Mr. Henshaw. | 
This gentleman evaded the law by appointing a | 
number of young gentlemen acting master’s mates, 
and made so many of the appointments as to pre- 
vent the reductions contemplated by the law. All 
these sppesennemts (some fifty or sixty) were 
made of residents north and east of the District 
of Columbia—not one of them was appointed | 
south of the Potomac and west of the Alleghanies. 








* When he first heard of Mr. Henshaw’s rejec- 
tion by the Senate, he was under the impression 


i that he had been treated harshly—that there was 


| they enlisted. These men must be kept in em- 


ployment, or be paid in idleness; and he or 
the gentleman from Massachusetts would not 
agree to that. 

But he took higher ground. He would notsay 
that he was astonished to hear his friend from 
Tennessee speak of the Navy as he had done; 
but he thought he should be much astonished if 
the gentleman from Tennessee proved his allega- 
tions. The gentleman had said there were no 
benefits resulting to our commerce from our Navy; 
but had that gentleman taken the trouble to look 
as much to the benefits as to the expenses of the 
Navy? Where were they now developing new 
sources of commerce? In the China seas. He 


| then proceeded to notice the exposed condition of 


our commerce, and the danger to be apprehended 
from pirates,,without the defénse of our Navy 
and the effect produced by the existence of a naval 


| force capable of punishing piracies. Not to speak 
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of national honor, but simply as a matter of dol- | 
lars and cents, he advocated the maintenance of || ment, showing, as the result, that $2,142 97 was 
an efficient Navy as a wise economy. One gen- I} expended in liquor for the sick, and $10,288 53 


tleman had called upon them to reduce the Navy 
to a peace establishment; but he wished that gen- 
tleman to define what he meant by a peace estab- 
lishment? Was it the system of gun-boats, which 
the gentleman from Tennessee was old enough to 
remember? He spoke at some length on the in- 


omy of a naval force worthy of the country, which 
was so rapidly increasing in population and prop- 
7 and enterprise. 

ae 


' 
| 
| 
} 
i 
| 
i 


18 country ought never to be found in the | 


paren of being withoutan armed force both 
) 


France and England in the Gulf of Mexico; the 


importance of our commerce which founda mar- | 
ket by that outlet from the valley of the Missis- | 
sippi; of the treaty of Texan annexation; and of | 


the facts disclosed by the published correspond- 
ence in relation to the designs upon Texas as a 
foreign Power, He discussed at large the policy 
pursued by Great Britain towards Affghanistan, 
in illustration of his argument, adding that Texas 
stood to usin the relation that Affghanistan stood 
to Great Britain. He did not look upon the move- 
ments of Great Britain in India as barely for ter- 
ritorial aggrandizement, and he intimated that her 
designs on ‘Texas were in contemplation of the 
smuggling of her fabrics from ‘Texas into the 
United States. After speaking at great length 
on the commercial aspect of the case, he spoke of 
the domestic institution of slavery as involved in 
the great straggle now going on, and said he held 
sluvery to be necessary to the cultivation of south- 
ern products. He concluded with a warning to 
rentiemen not to reduce the Army and Navy so 
= as to leave the country defenseless; and con- 
tended that, by keeping a naval force on a re- 
spectable footing, peace would be secured as long 
as the erry from Tennessee could desire. 
Mr. PARMENTER made some explanations 
in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. He said this was not a proposition 
to diminish the force, but to compel the Depart- 
ment to confine itself within the limits of its own 
estimates, and to conform to the laws. 


which he intended to offer, he would confine him- 
self strictly to the merits of the question. Hle 
trusted he was the very last person who would 
detract from the well-merited fame of the Navy; 
but he had another rule of action: he would en- 
deavor so to vote in relation to this subject as to 
check, if possible, what he believed the gross and 
extravagant expenditure of public money; and 
he referred gentlemen, in corroboration of this 


assertion that there was extravagance in the ex- | 
Ereranse, to the report of the Committee on | 

The tacts which stared them in | 
the face from every quarter justified him in the | 


Naval Affairs. 


| 
| 
| 


| 





| for provisions, 
_ period of nye on the coast of Florida by the 


iy 
utility of such a force, and the necessity and econ- || 


| Treasury. 


Mr. H. concluded by summing up the state- | 


The amount expended within a 


commander of this little squadron was $504,580; 
and yet the gentleman from South Carolina found 
in this nothing to induce the House to restrict the 
appropriations. Mr, H. said he would go for 
the amendment. 
stop the drafts these leeches were making on the 
Elis principal object, however, in 
rising, was to call on the members to redeem the 
pledges of economy that they made at the begin- 


|, ning of the session; and he trusted that now that 
y sea and land. He spoke of the naval force of || 


they had the opportunity, they would redeem 
them. He was from a commercial State, and 


| would be the Jast man to do any act that would 


|| amendment, and commented on the abuses prac- 
|| ticed in the Navy, and the necessity for retrench- 
|| ment in that branch of the service. 


| 
} 
j 


|| officers temporarily employed performing the duties belong- 


| 
| 


| waste o 


be injurious to commerce; but he did not under- 
mead how commerce could be benefited or pro- 
tected by suffering this enormous and profligate 
t public money to be continued. By intro- 

ducing a proper system of economy and account- 
ability, the Navy would be more efficient and the 
Government would be able to employ more ships 
and more guns to protect commerce than they 
now did, 
Mr. HALE offered the following amendment: 
That so much of the first section of the act entitled “ An 
act to regulate the pay of the Navy,’ approved the 3d of 
March, 1235; and the tweltth section of an act entitled 


** Au act toregulate the pay of pursers and other officers 
of the Navy,” passed August 25, 1842, as provides that | 


ing to those of a higher grade shall receive the compensa- 


tion allowed to such higher grade while actually so em- 
loyed, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Tt was saga- 


|| ciously remarked to him by a young friend, the | 
|| other day, that the Army retrenchment bill might 
|, pass beth Houses of Congress, because there the 
|| retrenchment was principally from the pay of the 
|| junior officers—the major generals, wit 


assertion that there was grosseXxtravagance. Mr. | 


H. referred to various items of expenditure, in 
proof of the existence of extravagance. It was 
not correct econumy, he would admit, to dole out 


|| thousand dollars more. 


the expenditures of the Government with parsi- | 
mony; but it was equally improper to spend the | 


means of the Government extravagantly, and to 
allow the Navy to drink up the public treasure, 


| 
| 
' 


Mr. H. addressed the committee in favor of the 


| tronchment bill could not be passed, for the post- 
Mr. HAMLIN said, in the few suggestions | 


1} 


captains were to be considerably reduced by it; 
and they would have sufficient influence to defeat 
it. There was an old maxim in the Navy, that 
there was no law for a post-captain, and really 
the adage scemed now to be verified. The Navy 


|is utterly without law, and the document just 


read by the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Ham- 
LIN,] showing the expenditures of the Florida 


squadron, proved it. Such conduct as was de- 


scribed in that document ought to make every 


American biush; but what was the result of it? 


_ Why, the officer came forward and demanded of 
| the Secretary of the Navy (Mr. Henshaw) extra 


their 
|| salaries of six or seven thousand dollars a year, 
'| being scarcely touched; but that the Navy re- 


compensation as commander of a foreign squad- 


ron,eand the Secretary paid him from five to seven 


| sand such abuses as this, that had crept into the 


as the sand drinks up the gushing raindrops. The || 


roper course lay between the two extremes. 
lis chief object in addressing the committee was 
to invoke their attention to the propriety of mak- 
ing this bill conformable to the naval retrench- 


meat bill, which he trusted was soon to come up | 


for consideration; indeed, he did hope it would 
have preceded this bill. 


Mr. H. next adverted to the enormous increase 


of the number of officers in the Navy, and that 
i a time of peace, when the number ought to be 
lessened. He produced tables, taken from official 
returns, to show that the greater number of these 


officers were necessarily unemployed, and were | 


spending their time at home in sdleness. He had || danger was in a cowardly spirit, that would sub- 


nothing to urge against any officer of the Navy; | 


world. 


they could not be blamed for receiving the aliow- || 


ance which the law gave them, whether employed 


or not; but he asked gentlemen to examine the | 


great disparity between the number of naval offi- 
cers, as regulated by statute, and the number now 
in existence. He went into a detailed statement 
showing gross extravagance in expenditures ap- 
pertaining to the naval service. 


tee. 
amount of money unnecessarily expended for the 


cers as there is any use for, and they receive 


Navy, that he would offer the amendment ®hat 
had been read for the information of the commit- 
Mr. H. went on to comment on the large 


Navy. We have (said he) twice as many offi- 


higher pay than the officers of any navy in the 
In answer to the gentleman from South Caro- 


the committee to the danger of a collision with a 
foreign Power, he would say that the danger was 
not to be met on the ocean, but in this House; 
and that if they were now in the better days of 
Republic, the Chief Magistrate would not have 
ventured on the bold experiment of endangering 
the peace of the country, and making a warlike 
ing the advice or consent of Congress. 


The 


1 
demonstration on a friendly Power, withoutask- | 


mit to executive encroachments. 


the public money—he supposed, to enable the 


He was asked to vote liberal appropriations of | 


send an army to the Sabine; but he would tell 
the Executive that he had yet to get the first dol- 
lar by his vote while this course of conduct was 

ursued. As for this Texas matter, he would say, 
or one, that he had little sympathy with that 


He would go for anything to 
| 


lina, (Mr. Houmes,] who called the attention a‘ 


| - sat tamely still and listened to the r 





It was to correct a thou- : 


_ Executive to show our Navy at Vera Cruz and , 
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spirit which was so courageous to Mexico, ang 


oe ae oar 
ritish lion in Oregon. If any bravery wee 


shown, let us have a foeman worthy of our Stee 

Let us not (said he) act so bravely towards Mex. 
ico, and so cowardly towards Lngland, which 
now holds possession of our territory, to which 
we have an undisputed right. 

Mr. H. again returned to the abuses and ex. 
travagances of the Navy; and,among others, r. 
ferred to the Portsmouth navy-yard, where were 
stationed twenty-six officers, at an expense of 
$30,000 a year, and all to command six seamen 
and twelve ordinary seamen. This yard was 
commanded by a post captain; and cies duties 
had he to perform? Wh » just nothing. What 
had the commander to do? Why, to help the 
captain; and as for the lieutenants, they had noth. 
ing to do but to give orders to the midshipmen 

‘He hoped the committee would look at this 
matter seriously. He, for one, could not go home 
and look his hard-working, tax-paying constity. 
ents in the face, if he should record cs Vote in 
favor of such extravagant appropriations, The 
had here got rid of primogeniture, one of the worst 
features of the English system; but they wer 
creating a still worse feature, by appropriating 
money to create these class aristocracies. Since 
the subject had been under the consideration of 
the standing committee, an officer of the Navy 
came to one of its members and remonstrated 
against the reduction of his salary; alleging that, 
if the reduction was effected, he should be com- 
pelled to take his sons from college. The reply 
of the member was, ‘‘ Then let them go to the 
plow, as mine do.’’ He (Mr. H.) hoped the 
committee would take up the subject and retrench 
effectually. 

The amendment to the amendment was then ° 
agreed to. 

After a few words from Mr. PARMENTER 
and Mr. McKAY, the amendment, as amended, 
was adopted. 

Mr. PARMENTER proposed an amendment, 
as a substitute for a very large part of the bill in 
detail, to effect reductions in various salaries and 
the abolition of several offices. Mr. P. brief 
explained the retrenchments which his amend- 
ment would effect, and the changes which it would 
occasion. 

Mr. McKAY advocated the amendment. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all the appropriations in 
relation to the navy-yard at Washington, which 
he deemed entirely useless, especially as there 
was a navy-yardatGosport. He hoped theamend- 
ment which he now proposed would be adopted, 
and that, before the end of the session, the House 
would agree to transfer the navy-yard from Wash- 
ington to some point on the Mississippi river, 
where it could be established with more advant- 
age to the interests of the country. 

Mr. PARMENTER opposed the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said he was not pre- 
pared to assert that the amendment should be car- 
ried to theextent suggested by the gentleman from 
Tennessee; but he was of opinion that it would 
be more onan to this Government to dis- 
continue the building of vessels at this navy-yard, 
for the reason that materials of all kinds were 
more expensive here than at almost any other 
point that could be named. 

The amendment was opposed by Messrs. Mc- 
KAY and HOLMES; all tie question was fur- 
ther debated by Messrs. SCHENCK, C. JOHN- 
SON, BLACK of Georgia, DICKINSON, and 
others. 

Mr. DICKINSON said: I represent a constit- 
uency removed a thousand miles from the sea- 
board; yet, sir, with us there is no prejudice 
against the Navy. We take pride in its character. 

e achievements of Perry, Decatur, and others 
of our gallant officers during the late war, 
the Navy dear to the heart of the American 
ple. I, for one, would not impair its strength by 
mutilating or cutting off any of its important mem- 
bers; for economy or true reform does not consist 
in impairing any of the essential functions of the 
Government, but in making them more efficient, 
by simplifying them, and introducing responsi- 
bility in their management. = 

We who are the advocates of the establishment 
of anaval depot in the West do not desire to 
destroy your navy-yards oy the sea-board. But 


made ¢ 
Missis 
in qua 
quanti 
low pl 
is nev 
from 1 
in the 
suppl 
of the 
conve 
suppl 
iron | 
from 
head. 
Tenr 
cinne 
Iron. 
limit 
at all 
ther 
stea 
the | 


“ 


esta 
fout 
shij 


nen man ete 2 





th. 
en, 
his 
me 
tu. 

in 
ey 
rst 


ng 
ce 


vy 
tt, 


n- 
| 


he 
h 


n° 


-” 
= 


~~ S ee 


Twa oe eS 66 


1844. 


we invite gentlemen of the sea-board, who are so 
ly interested, to introduce a thorough and || 
arching inquiry into the abuses and extrava- | 
nee which are alleged to exist in this branch of | 
the service—for the impression is wide-spread | 
that both exist to an alarming extent. And those 
gho will point out the abuses and reform the 
Navy, by cutting off the unnecessary and rotten | 
nches of the service, will entitle themselves | 
io be called the friends of the Navy in deed and | 





| 
{ 


th. | 
* hope my colleague, [Mr. Jounson,] who de- | 
sires with myself the establishment of a naval | 
depot in the West, and in our own State, will | 
withdraw his proposition, that we may show our | 
fiends in the East that we are not urging the || 
establishment of a navy-yard at Memphis as a 
State or a sectional question, but one in which || 
the whole country, and the entire Westespecially, || 
has a deep and vital interest. I should not have || 
made any remarks upon the establishment of a || 
depot at Memphis at this time—as we have a bill | 
pow on the Speaker’s table which has passed the | 
Senate by a vote of nearly three to one—but for 
the direction this debate has taken in the remarks | 
of the gentleman who preceded me. We desire 
that rigid economy may be introduced in the ap- 
propriations, thata corman of the money which 

is spent upon the Navy may be given to the 
building of a naval depot and yard in the valley 
of the Mississippi. e deem this a measure of 
essential importance to protect our commerce, 
which finds its way out of the Gulf of Mexico, 
and as a means of defending the Southwest from 
invasion. 

The Government has already had a survey 
made of Memphis—the most eligible point on the 
Mississippi for this purpose; where timber, equal 
in quality to any in the world, inexhaustible in 
quantity, of every variety, can be had at a very 
low price; a pointat which the Mississippi river 
isnever frozen over, and to which vessels come 
from the Gulf at every season of the year. It is 
inthe heart of the garner of the Union, where 
supplies of provisions can be had atless than half 
of the New York and Philade!phia prices; and 
convenient to Kentucky and Missouri, where the 
supply of cordage is so abundant. Tennessee 
iron is the best in the Union. The gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. Brack] shakes his 
head. 1 can tell the gentleman that [ understand 
Tennessee iron is shipped to Pittsburg and Cin- 
cinnati for the purpose of building boilers, &c. 
Iron, lead, and copper can be obtained without 
limit as to extent and quality. Here ships can 
at all times be built and repaired, entirely out of 
the reach of foreign vessels in time of war; and 
steamships can be built at Memphis for one half 
the cost it would require to build them at Phila- 
delphia or New York. 

ir, it may be supposed that an objection to 
establishing a ds depot at Memphis may be 
found in the difficulty of supplying these steam- 
ships with seamen. If onal ears on that point 
may be dismissed; the Tennessee, Cumberland, 
and Ohio riversalone can supply,from their steam- 
boats, keelboats, and flatboats, seamen that will 
hold the mouth of the Mississippi secure against 
the entire British navy, in case of another inva- 
sion in that quarter. We shall then, sir, not have 
need to send for seamen to Marblehead, Philadel- 
phia, or New York, to defend our commerce or our 
country; and, great as were the exploits of these 
pent men in the late war, our boatmen from the 
ennessee, Ohio, and Cumberland, will rival them 
for daring and enterprise in the next war. The 
West will then be prepared to defend her com- 
merce and the homes of her people by her own 
y sons. I would call the attention of the 

Ouse to the extent of that commerce, and its 
rapid increase. In 1803 it was only thirty-four 
thousand bales of cotton, four thousand hogsheads 
sugar, and two thousand hogsheads tobacco. 
Now, in forty years, more than one million four 
hundred thousand are shipped from the Gulf of 
Mexico. And, in the defense of the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, we may be told that our eastern friends will 
send us ships from New York, Philadelphia, or 

ston. Sir, these ships may not be able to reach 
4s in our hour of peril; and when they shall come 
‘o our relief, on the first damage received from 
‘he fire of an enemy, or from the rough coast or 
Weather, by ripping off a plank, they will have 
‘© return two thousand miles to refit and repair. 
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phis, and fortify the entrance to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico at Key West, or some other point where ships 
of the largest class can ride safely at all times, and 


the Gulf of Mexico—the Mediterranean of the 
New World—and its commerce can always be | 
easily and fully protected; and if the British Gov- | 


ernment, with all her pride and strength, shall 
dare to possess herself of Cuba or Texas, to con- 


trol the policy of this nation or our domestic insti- | 


tutions, take my word for it that these western 
seamen will teach her effectually again, as they 
once did at New Orleans, that she can, like other 


' 
| 
| 
| nations, prosper most by attending to her own || 
affairs. \| 
| 


The committee rose and reported progress on 


|| the Navy bill,and action the Post Office bill. 


After some discussion on a point of order, the 


| House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuespar, May 21, 1844. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


| Senate a communication from the Navy Depart- 


ment upon the subject of Colt’s submarine bat- 


tery; and it was referred to the Committee on || 


Naval Affairs. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. CHOATE presented a memoria! from cit- 


izens of Yates couhty, New York, and a memo- | 


rial from Newburyport, Massachusetts, recom- 


mending the creation of some* power for the | 


settlement of international disputes without a 
resort to war; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial very || 
numerously signed, from citizens of Baltimore, | 


urging upon Congress the passage of a law fixing 
one da 
election of President and Vice President of the 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, that committee having 
charge of the bill from the House for that pur- 
ose. 
Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from J. 


P. Curran and others, of the State of Illinois, in | 


favor of the annexation of Texas to the Union, 
and urging the ratification of the treaty for that 
object; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
i. WOODBURY presented a memorial from 
Hartford, Connecticut, praying for the annexa- 


tion of Texas to the United States; which was | 


read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presenteda remonstrance 
from the citizens of the township of Blissfield, 
Michigan, against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. RIVES presented a petition from the widow 


of William White, deceased, a lieutenant in the | 
army of the Revolution, asking for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- || 


sions, 


Mr. HUGER presented a preamble and reso- | 


lutions adopted at a public meeting of the citizens 
of Charleston, South Carolina, in favor of the 


annexation of Texas to the United States; which || 


were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a remonstrance 
of citizens of Ontario county, New York, against 
the annexation of Texas to the Union; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on | 


Commerce, reported back, without amendment, 


and with a recommendation that it do pass, the | 


bill from the House making appropriation for the 
improvement of eastern rivers and harbors. 
Mr. A. also, from the same committee, to whom 


the subject had been referred by resolution of the | 


Senate, reported a bill to allow the salt imported 


y throughout the United States for the | 
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Establish, then, a naval depot and yard at Mem- || 


appropriations forthe improvement of the western 
| rivers and harbors. 

| Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Territo- 
| ries, reported back, with amendments, and with 


| a recommendation that they do pass, bills from 
|| the House of the following titles: 

| <A bill making appropriations for certain im- 
| provements in the Territory of Florida; 

A bill granting a section of land for the im- 
provement of Grant river, at the town of Potosi, 
| in Wisconsin Territory; and 
| A bill making appropriations for certain im- 
provements in the Territory of Iowa. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made adverse reports in the cases of Fanny 
Massey, the widow of Henry Massey, for a 
pension; and Bela Young, of New Hampshire, 
for an increase of pension; which were ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill providing for the establish- 
ment of naval schools; which was read, and 
|| ordered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. CRIT TENDEN, the Com- 
|| mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from 
|| the further consideration of the memorial of Samuel 





Colt, asking Congress to give him some consid- 
|| eration for his invention of a submarine battery, 
|| and for the time employed and expenses incurred 
in testing the practicability of the same; and it 
was referred to the Committee on Navai Affairs. 


i} JULIA L. WEED. 


On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, the report 
| of the Committee on Naval Affairs, asking to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Julia L. Weed, was taken from the 
| table, where it had been laid some days since, in 
| consequence of the absence of the chairman of the 
committee, 

Mr. T. moved to amend the resolution reported 
by the committee, by adding ‘‘ and that said peti- 
| tion be referred the Commissioner of Pensions.”” 
| Mr. PEARCE explained that the committee, 
|| conceiving the rule of the Senate prohibitory in 
| regard to this petition, had simply asked to be 
| discharged from its consideration; batit was not 
to be implied that there was anything in this ad- 
verse to the merits of the claim. The case was 
this: the petitioner was the widow of a quarter- 
master, whose pay was sixty dollars a month. 
By law, she was entitled to a pension of half her 
husband’s pay; but this being the first instance 

of the application of a quartermaster’s widow, the 
|| Commissioner of Pensions found no precedent for 
| rating the pension higher than that ofa captain of 
| marines, and had accordingly allowed her but 
| twenty dollars a month, instead of thirty, which, 
| by law, she wasentitled to, Her application was 
for payment of the difference. The reference to 
| the Commissioner of Pensions was with a view 

of enabling him to make the necessary correction. 
The matter had been referred to the Attorney 
General; who, in a very able and elaborate report, 
expressed a decided opinion in favor of the 
| claimant. 
| Mr. HAYWOOD strongly objected to the res- 
| olution, on the ground of its being a flagrant vio- 
lation of the standing rules of the Senate. The 
|| matter had been already referred to the Cominis- 
|| sioner of Pensions, who had made his decision; 
|| and the Senate subsequently confirmed that de- 
|| cision. The Senate’s own rule stood opposed to 
\| the action of the committee a second time upon 
the subject; and it had accordingly requested to 
be discharged from its consideration. But to at- 
tach to the resolution of discharge a proviso that 
the matter should be referred to the Commissioner 
of Pensions, would be to invoke that officer’s 
reversal of his own decision. 

Mr. TALLMADGE would remove any objec- 
tion, by a modification of his amendment, by add- 
ing to the words, ‘‘and that said petition be re- 
\| ferred to the Commissioner of Pensions,”’ the 





| 
; 


from foreign countries to be landed on the right || words, “ for such action as he may deem right 
bank of the Mississippi river, opposite the city |} and proper according to law on the subject.”’ 


of New Orleans; which was read, and ordered to | 


Mr. PEARCE hoped the rules of the Senate 


a second reading; read the second time, consid- |] were not like the laws of the Medes and Persiatis, 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered || which ‘‘altereth not,’’ but, when opposed to the 


to be engrossed for a third reading. 


: 4 ‘ 
|| correction of error, were of themselves subject to 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on || suspension or revision. In ease of such plain and 
Commerce, reported back, without amendment, || palpable justice as this, it was proper that any 


and with a recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill from the House of Representatives making 


obstacle to the: correction required should be re- 
moved. 
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gested by the committee itself was the only proper | : 

one, The committee had expressed no adverse || documents, which were very voluminous; but he 
opinion; it merely asked to be discharged from || thought it would be necessary to a right under- 
the further consideration of the petition. Should | 
a motion be made to withdraw the papers, with | 
a view of the party submitting them for revision | 
to the Commissioner of Pensions, he should cheer- 
fully give it his asssent. It would then be in the 
power of the Commissioner to revise his decision, 

and report the grounds on which he did so. What 

he objected to in regard to the amendment pro- | 

~~ by the Senator from New York was, ti.at | for Mr. Jones, and Mr. Jones challenged the 
xy a resolution of the Senate alone—not a joint || legality of 440 of the votes for Mr. Botts; and 
resolution, but the Senate’s own fiat—authority || depositions were taken and submitted to the com- 
was, by a side wind, to be imposed upon the || mittee, respecting the legality of said votes. The 
Commissioner of Pensions of reversing his decis- || committee rejected as bad from Mr. Jones’s votes 
ion. It was either necessary or not necessary, in || 117, and from Mr. Botts’s votes, 238; making a 
order to obtain a revision of the Commissioner’s || balance of 12] in favor of Mr. Jones; which, added 


standing of the case by the House, that the 
should be printed; and he would therefore submit 
the motion, and take the sense of the House 
upon it. 

Mr.E. proceeded to state thatit appeared, from 
the report, that Mr. Jones’s majority of the votes 
given in at the polls was 34. r. Botts, on his 
part, challenged the legality of 287 of the votes 


| 
| 





decision, that he should have the authority of || to his original majority of 34 votes, gives him a 
Congress. If it was necessary, it could only be | majority of legal votes amounting to 155. A 
done by joint resolution, if it was not necessary, | great variety of documents had been laid before 


the party had only to obtain leave to withdraw || the committee, for the purpose of enabling them 
the papers, and then they could be referred to the || to decide upon the legality of those votes. These 
Commissioner of Pensions, who could make such || documents were now before the House; and it 
revision as justice demanded, was for the House to determine whether they 
Mr. PHELPS thought thisa plain case, so just || should be printed or not. 
in itself that mere technicalities should not stand Mr. SCHENCK requested the gentleman from 
in the way. There was nothing in the principle || New Jersey to withdraw that motion for the pres- 
of the rule referred to which could be opposed to || ent; and he made thisrequest not from any oppo- 
it. The rule was to guard against the reiteration || sition to the printing of the documents, He de- 
of applications on the same grounds, in view of || sired at the proper time to see the whole of them 
whieh they had been before rejected, but could || printed; but he had already asked and obtained 
not apply to cases where an crror of the execu- || leave to make a minority report, and in present- 
uve officer had been pointed out, and the claim- ing the views of the minority, some furtherexam- 
ant merely asked that error to be corrected. The || ination of the evidence would be necessary. 
appropriate law organ of the Government—the || Mr. DOUGLAS said, as far as he was con- 
Attorney General—had given as his opinion that || cerned as a member of the committee, or a mem- 
the claim was founded on a proper construction || ber of the House, it was immaterial to him whether 
of the law. ‘Che Commissioner of Pensions was | these documents should be printed or not; but if 
now of the same opinion; and all that seemed 1 they were to be printed at all, it should be done 
necessary to obtain justice in the matter was an || at once; because if the printing was ordered now 
authoritative reference of the matter to him, to || it could hardly be expected to be done before the 
enable him to revise his decision. || end of the present session, and the effect of the 
Mr. BAYARD further enforced his view of the |} postponement would be to deferall further action 
subject, that the only proper course was either || until another session. 
to let the atter be presented on a joint resolu- After some further observations from Messrs. 
tion or w adopt the committee’s report, and let a || ELMER,SCHENCK, and CHAPMAN of Ala- 
motion prevail allowing the party to withdraw |} bama, 
the papers,and to refer them tothe Commissioner || On motion of Mr. SCHENCK, the motion to 
of Pensions, by the party’s own volition. print was postponed until Monday next. 


Pending the discussion on this point, CALL FOR INFORMATION 


Mr. WALKER culled for the special order; | np 
and the further consideration of the report of the Mr. LEVY asked permission to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Committee on Naval Affairs in relation to Mrs. 
Weed's petition was accordingly postponed ull Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
to-morrow quested to communicate to this House by what authority 
’ and with what purpose a party of Seminole Indians are now 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. in this city. 
The Senate then proceeded to the special order; || The resolution was objecied to; and as a sus- 
which was to go into executive session. ension of the rules for the purpose ot ans 
it would require two thirds, Mr. LEVY decline 
|| to press the motion. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
|| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
|| of the Union, (Mr. Dromeoote in the chair.) 
The CHAIRMAN announced that the first 
business before the committee was the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Navy— 
the question being on the amendment offered by 
Mr. C, Jonnson to strike out the appropriation 
|| for the navy-yard at Washington. 
_Mr. ELMER, from the Committee of Elec- || Mr. DUNCAN moved to lay the bill before the 
tions, asked leave to make a report. ‘| committee aside, and take up the bill extending 
Mr, WELLER, at the request of the Speaker, || the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States 
occupied the Speaker’s chair. for the Territory of lowa over the Oregon Terri- 
Mr. ELMER then presented @ report on the 


tory. 
petition of Joha M. Bouts, contesting the right to This motion was decided in the negative—ayes 
the seat of John W. Jones. The report, which || 30, noes 95. 
1S in favor of the sitting member, Was ordered to || Mr. SAMPLE, who had the floor, observed 
lie upon the tabie, and to be printed. || that, as a western man, he was in favor of the 
Mr. SCHENCK, on the part of the minority || establishment of a naval depot on the western 
of the committee, asked and obtained leave to || waters; but he was not for doing so by breaking 
present, ata future day, a minority = up one at another place. He thought it eee 
Mr. McK AY moved a suspension of the rules, || icy to seek to build up a naval depot in the West 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee | by destroying one in the East; and, so far from 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. || its aiding the attempt, it would operate to defeat 
The motion was withdrawn, however, at the || the measure. 
request of || Mr. C. JOHNSON asked leave toexplain, and 
Mr. ELMER, who stated that there was a || said that such was not his object. As his amend- 
question in relation to the printing of the doc- || ment was misunderstood, he would withdraw it, 
uments’ which accompanied the report of the || if the gentleman would give way for that purpose. 
Committee of Elections, which he was desirous Mr. SAMPLE said Se wished to afew 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, May 21, 1844. 

The Journal! of yesterday was read and approved. 

The following 1s the select committee on the pe- 
tition and papers of J, W. Nye, assignee of Peter 
Bargy, jr., and a Stewart: Messrs. Cons, | 
Payne, Rocxwe tt, Bipvack, Cuinton, Beiser, 
Srepnens, Matuews, and Ciineman. 


VIRGINIA CONTESTED ELECTION. 
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Mr. BAYARD contended that the course sug- of submitting tothe House. He was not directed more remarks before the motion was wi 
by the committee to move the printing of these || Mr. 8. then addressed the committee 








thdrawn, 


. then ad for a short 
| space in detailing the advantages of a naval depot 


| in the western waters. 
|. Mr. ASHE observed that he was absent, from 
| indisposition, yesterday, when his colleague in. 
troduced his amendment. He was equall inter. 
ested with his colleague in getting a naval 4 
on the western waters; but he did not approve of 
the destruction of one establishment of that kind 
in the eastern section of the Union, for the pur. 
| pose of getting another established in the Wes: 
He then entered into a long argument, to show 
| the justice and propriety of establishing a naya| 
| yard and depot at some point on the Mississippi 
iriver. He stated the extent of the navigabig 
streams of the West that emptied themselves into 
the Gulf of Mexico, and showed how vast! 
greater was the coast watered by western streams 
than that of the Atlantic States. He enumerated 
their steamboats that navigate the western waters: 
he spoke of their population; he pointed out the 
magnitude of their commerce, and reminded the 
committee that its only outlet from the Gulf of 
Mexico was the Florida straits. He showed how 
the Gulf of Mexico was surrounded by the pow. 
erful naval forces of foreign Powers, whose veg. 
sels were ever within a few hours’ sail of depots 
and harbors, wherein they could refit and repair, 
while our shipping was exposed, without a place 
of refuge and repair nearer than the navy-yard at 
Norfolk. The Atlantic coast, from Norfolk to 
Maine, had six well-appointed naval stations, 
where munitions of war abound; while the west. 
ern waters were left defenseless and disregarded, 
He showed that the West abounded in all the 
materiel and personnel for the construction of a 
powerful navy; and contended that it was due to 
the western States that a naval station should be 
established at Memphis, or some other point on 
the Mississippi river. 

In conclusion, he would say that he entertained 
no doubt of the passage of a bill having for its 
object the location of a navy-yard and naval depot 
somewhere in the West. He had too much con- 
fidence in the magnanimity and good sense of this 
House to doubt it for a moment. 

Mr. HAMMETT said he agreed with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee in the general scope of 
his remarks; and he felt confident that the pre- 
vailing feeling of this House was to do full justice 
tothe West. But in his opinion this subject was 
not now oe before the committee. There 
was a bill now upon the table, which had come 
from another branch of this Capitol, proposi 
the accomplishment of this object. This bil 
would before long be taken up, and then this dis- 
cussion would more properly arise. As to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee, that 
the navy-yard at this place should be abolished, 
he could not give it his assent. Nor could he 
consent that any ren should be abolished, 
because he did not believe that there were too 
many in existence. He trusted this discussion 
would cease for the present; and if his friend 
from Tennessee would consent to withdraw his 
a he would relinquish to him the floor 
or that purpose. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that, in offering the 
amendment to strike out the appropriation for 
the navy-yard at Washington, he designed simply 
to present the question as to the usefulness or ne- 
cessity of the navy-yartd in this city-there now 
being one, the largest in the United States, at Nor- 
folk, at the mouth of this river. He had always 
regarded the yard here as a useless appendage to 

‘the Navy, and yesterday assigned, as a reason for 
it, that the money thus saved to the country 
would be more readily applied to the establish- 
ment of a naval depot on the western waters. He 
had not expécted or designed to get up a deb 
on the bill for the establishment of a naval depo 
at Memphis. He did not, however, tegret 
motion, since it had the effect of drawing from 
his friend and coHeague {Mr. Asitte] such an able 
defense of the proposed establishment at Mem- 
phis, which he his s had vo much 
at heart. He would not debate that question 
now. When the bill from the Senate should be 
before the House, he might then express his 
views 

The appropriation bill now before the House 
was an important one, requiring further ameénd- 
ment, and ought .vot to be delayed by the discus- 
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sion now going on; and therefore he would with- 
graw his amendment, so as to go on in the exam- 
igation of the present bill, and not because he 
thought the navy-yard at Washington should be 
continued; and further, the motion to discontinue 
anestablishment would be more proper in another 
form, and he should take an opportunity of pre- 
genting this question to the consideration of a 
committee, and try and geta bill for that purpose; 
sod in that form his prospects of success would 
ie increased. Heconcluded by withdrawing the 
amendment. 
Mr. HUNT, of New York, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 
Provided, That no more than one half of the moneys ap- 
ated by this act shall be expended in the naval ser- 
,or drawn from the Treasury, previous to the Ist day 


of January, 1845, excepting the sums appropriated for im- 
provements and the necessary repairs of navy-yards. 


Mr. H. said, in the observations which he had 
to submit, he intended to confine himself princi- 

lly to the considerations which impelled him 
offer thisamendment. The bill contained ap- 
ropriations of five or six million dollars for the 
naval service, extending from the 30th of June, 
this year, until the Ist day of July, 1845; placing 
at the disposal of the President this large sum, to 
be available, not to the end of the next session of 
Congress merely, but for three or four months 
afterwards. This, he thought, was an improper 
trust, in view of the recent action of the chief 
executive officer of this Government. The fact 
had been disclosed, that the Executive, without 
the knowledge or consent of Congress, had as- 
sumed to himself the power of entering upon a 
warlike movement against a friendly Power. He 
thought it would be more proper for the House, 
instead of placing new funds in the hands of the 
Executive, to enable him to consummate and 
complete the outrage which he had commenced, 
to express its decided disapprobation of the act. 

It was not his purpose to enter into the general 
discussion of the important question which was 
now engaging the attention of the other branch 
of Congress. He felt constrained, however, to 
notice one or two assertions of the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Hotmes] yesterday. The 
— had asserted that the annexation of 

exas was necessary for the defense of the South. 
This he divsented from altogether. He was not 
willing to admit that this country required any 
extraneous aid for her defense against any and 
alofher enemies. Mr. H. commented at some 
length upon this point, and concluded by reiter- 
ating his disapprobation of the proposal to place 
inthe hands of the Executive so large a sum to 
be disposed of at his discretion. 

Mr. ATKINSON regretted to trouble the House 
with any remarks of his after being harassed with 
atedious debate; but he could not keep his seat 
in justice to those who sent him here, and to the 
country which he loved better than his own soul, 
and hear without reply propositions so monstrous 
ashad been advanced this morning. If a stranger 
had happened to come into the Hall this morning 
he would be apt to think that they were discuss- 
ing the propriety of a war with Mexico, or dis- 
cussing the propriety of the treaty lately con- 
cluded with ‘Texas, instead of a proposition to 
putdown the navy-yard at Washington. The 
gentleman from New York last up had offered an 
amendment to prevent the President of the United 
States from exercising authority which had al- 
ways been exercised by his predecessors—that of 

ursing the public ae after it had been 
Jenn by Congress. He asked wherefore 
suspicion that this amendment attempted to 
cast on the Executive? What had he done to 
authorize the suspicion which the gentleman from 
ew York entertained and endeavored to excite 
~that he did not intend honestly to perform the 
duties required of him; but that he intended to 
involve the country ina war, which was to term- 
imate in a disruption of the Union? The propo- 
sition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hunt] was to prevent the Executive from using 
the funds appropriated for the Navy Department 
until the year 1845. Was it intended to with- 
hold the use of the public money until another 
great eh shall come into the presidential 
chair? Was it intended that the Executive, no 
matter what the necessities of the country might 
be, should not expend the public money after its 
@ppropriation by for the uses of the 


Government; and ‘that it should be kept in the 
Treasury until a certain great man from Ken- 
—_ may, by possibility, fill the Executive 
chair? 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, asked leave to 
explain. He thought there was good reason to 
believe, from what he saw, that the Executive 
intended to involve the country in a war. 

Mr. ATKINSON did not doubt that the gen- 
tleman thought so, and he had no doubt that some 
gentlemen thought that it would be better we 
should have ‘‘ war, pestilence, and famine,” 
rather than that the present Executive should be 
continued in office. It was not his province to 
defend the Executive; but though he had no hand 
in placing him where he was, he would defend 
him when he was unjustly assailed by those who 
did put him there. Yes, gentlemen who had be- 
fore lauded Mr. Tyler to the skies as the best 
and greatest of men, and who designated him as 
honest John Tyler, until the veto power was 
brought to bear on their favorite measure, now 
denounced him, because he had carried out those 
political principles which he had so often stood 
up in support of on this floor, and for which he | 
had battled with his enemies during his whole 
life. For this he was denounced by the Whig 
party; and the gentleman from New York was 
even unwilling to trust him with the expenditure 
of the public money. He had heard a good deal 
since he came here of Executive influence and 
Executive dictation; but he had never seen any 
disposition on the part of the Executive either to 
interfere with or influence the members of this 
House in the exercise of their legislative func- 
tions. 

He would not now stop to discuss the question 
of the annexation of Texas}; which was more 
properly the subject of discussion in the other 
— but if the subject should properly come 
up, he would support the measure; and, in doing 
so, would fulfill the ardent wishes of those he 
represented. But to return to the amendment. 
— the appropriations should be withheld 
until the year 1845: might not other questions | 
arise independent of Texas? and might not the | 
public service suffer from the inability of the Ex- 
ecutive to employ the naval forces of the United 
States? Our ships might be seized on the ocean, 
or our towns be plundered, and yet the Execu- 
tive unable, in en of this amendment, 
to employ the force of the Government in repel- | 
ling aggression. He was not prepared to say that 
the Executive, in sending a naval and military 
force to protect Texas, if assailed, had acted im- 
properly. The President had the right, not to 
declare war, but he had the right so to dispose of 
the Navy and Army of the United States as to | 
guard against attacks ofa foreign foe. He was | 
not willing to pass any censure on the President | 
for this act; but was for leaving to him, as to || 
other Presidents, the power of disbursing the 
public money for the public service on his own 
responsibility., Mr. A., in conclusion, passed a | 
very warm eulogium on the officers of the Navy. 

Mr. OWEN next obtained the floor, and said 
he desired to say a few words on the subject 
which had been brought into this debate—the an- 
nexation of Texas; which has certainly a bearing 
on the bill now before the committee. Upon that 
subject they had a great variety of opinions. 
From the quiet Hermitage they heard the voice 
of patriotism proclaiming this to be the golden 
moment for the reannexation of Texas to this 
Union, which he read as a letter received recently 
from General Jackson. He also quoted opinions 
formerly pronounced by Mr. Clay in favor of 
annexation, and editorial articles published in the 
National Intelligencer on the same subject. He 
also read the third article of the treaty by which 
Texas, as a part of Louisiana, became annexed 
to this Union, and recommended it to the atten- 
tion of gentlemen who occasionally spoke so 
loudly of the solemn obligation of treaty con- 


tracts, 

Mr. MORSE said it was not his design to fol- 
low the example of the gentleman from Indiana, 
in discussing the question of the annexation of 
Texas. His only object in rising was to bring 
baek the House to the single point presented by 
the amendment of the svatioinari from New York, 
(Mr. Hunr.] That amendment did not seem to 
him to be so a extraordinary as it did to the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Arenson.) That 

















gentleman avowed his astonishment that such an 
amendment should have been offered, and ex- 
expressed his indignation at it in the strongest 
terms. Now, it had struck him with surprise, 
and he felt no little indignation that such remarks 
as had fallen from the | macro from Virginia 
should have been suffered to pass without rebuke. 
The President had taken it upon himself to send 
a part of the navy of the United States on a for- 
eign service, not to protect our commerce, but to 
watch the movements of Mexico—to see what 
she proposes to do in regard to her revolted col- 
ony of Texas. The President has senta portion 
of the army, too, when the sickly season was 
coming on, to consult with the President of Tex- 
as. He asked if this was to be sanctioned by 
the nation. What was itfor? Was it for the 
good of the nation? And yet we (said he) are to 
sit tamely here and witness this executive usurp- 
ation without rebuking it, or else having the re- 
buke frowned down by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. Heheard with great pleasure the gentleman 
from New Hampshire (Mr. Hare] express his 


| indignation at this executive encroachment; and 


his only regret was that the gentleman had not 
spoken out more boldly. 

Mexico had told us openly, that if we annexed 
Texas to the United States, she would consider 
the act as cause of war; yet, with a full knowl- 
edge of this fact, the Executive had not only 
made a treaty for the annexation of Texas, but 
had sent an armed force to support it. If (said 
Mr. M.) we are to sit quiet under this executive 
usurpation, the time will come when the Execu- 
tive will be all in all, and Congress will only have 
to say yea to all he does. The gentleman from 
Virginia said that the Executive was only carry 
ing out the aes he had often supported on 
this floor. He dui not know what he had de- 
clared on this floor; but if he had ever advocated 
such doctrines as he was now carrying out, he 
was astonished that any man could raise his voice 
in his favor. We have been told that the Presi- 
dent has never tampered with members of this 
Heuse; but what was he doing all over the coun- 
try but sending out his agents, getting up conven- 
tions to make himself President? Mr. M. con- 
cluded with some comments on the message and 
documents in relation to the annexation of Texas. 

Mr. BELSER observed that he rose on this 
occasion to discuss the merits of the question; 
for he was satisfied, upon reading the amendment, 
that its object was to strike at whatever appro- 
priation might be necessary to carry into execu- 
tion the treaty of Texas. He would read it for 
the information of the House. Mr, B. then read 
it, as follows: 

Provided, That no more than one half of the moneys ap- 
propriated by this act shall be expended in the naval ser- 
vice, or drawn from the Treasury, previous to the Ist day 
of January, 1845, excepting the sums appropriated for im- 


|| provements and necessary repairs of navy-yards, 


Now, he was as much opposed to an improper 
discussion on that floor as any member within 


|| the hearing of his voice; but he had no doubt that 


the gentleman, in this amendment, intended to 
strike at the treaty, and therefore he felt himself 
called on to make some remarks on the subject. 
Though the President of the United States had 
been introduced into the debate, and though the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Morse] might have 
been astonished at any gentleman defending him, 
he would tell the gentleman that when the 

istory of the President came to be written out, 
and his acts calmly and impartially revised by 
posterity, judgment would be pronounced in his 
favor. In regard to the Secretary of State, whom 
the gentleman spoke of as the President’s Secre- 
tary, he would tell the gentleman that the Secre- 
tary was above his censure. His country had 
fixed his character, and the world could not de- 
prive him of it. The public services of the Secre- 
tary of State had entitled him to a place in the 
temple of fame; and he would tell the gentleman 
from Maine that his denunciations could not 
reach him. He had stated that the direct object 
of the amendment was to defeat the appropriation 
by which this treaty was probably to besustained; 
and though they had been referred, by the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania, to the ables of an 
honorable Senator which eared in this morn- 
ing’s Globe, yetacknow!l the ability of that 
speech, he was full i that the country 


would not sustain positions assumed in it, 
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because there was no authority in the laws of 
nations to support them. He cared not whether 
the territory embraced in the treaty of ann xa- 
tion was greater now than when Texas was ceded 
to Spain or not. 
been able to support and maintain it by herarms? 

Had Texas the right to give it away, and had 

this Government the right to receive it? 

After recapitulating the various parties on this 
question of annexation, he gave a rapid historical 
sketch of Texas, her connection with Mexico, her 
settlement, and the inducements which led to it, 
and the subsequent treacheries and butcheries, 
which resulted in Texan independence, and its 
recognition by the United States and several Euro- 
pean powers. 

He next examined the doctrines of government 
de facto and de jure, and contended that Texas was 
independent both de facto and de jure, and that, by 
the law of nations, she had the right to make the 
treaty of annexation to the United States. 

He next examined the question of title by right 
of conquest; and, inthis view, he cared not whether 
additional territory had been added to Texas since 
her cession to Spain by these United States. He 
sustained his position by quotations from Vattel; 
and maintained that, by conquest, Texas was 
entitled to all the territory she proposed to bring 
within this Union. He likewise quoted the doc- 
trines of Vattel on the rights of nations, based on 
the principle of self-preservation; and then pro- 
pr to give some reasons why this Government 
should immediately annex Texas to the United 
States, referring to the Edinburgh Review, to the 
correspondence of Lord Aberdeen, &c., to show 
the designs of England on the institution of sla- 
very. 

His time did not permit him to examine all the 
advantages which would arise to this country from 
annexation. He did not mean to assert that it 
would advantage the South. On the contrary, if 
they rested this question upon a sordid calcula- 
tion of self-interest, they could never consent to 
the measure; but they took a wider or more ex- 
tended view, and regarded the question as one of 
national honor and independence when arrayed 
against British aggression. He held the doctrine 
that there was no honest man in the Union who 
would be unwilling to protect each and every por- 
tion of the Union in the enjoyment of its rights. 
And if it be necessary to acquire Texas to pre- 
ventanon-slaveholdingcountry from beingerected | 
upon our borders, each and every individual was | 
bound by the guarantee given by the framers of | 
the Constitution to aid and assist. 

Mr. GIDDINGS asked the gentleman to per- 
mit him to inquire whence he derived that doc- 
trine, or where he found the guarantee he spoke | 
of? 

Mr. BELSER said it was to be found in com- 
mon sense, common justice, and in the Constitu- | 
tion itself. [t was the interest of all classes—com- | 
mercial, agricultural, and manufacturing, that 
‘Texas should be annexed to this country; and 
they are beginning to understand their true inter- 
est; and it would be set forth in tones of thunder 
before the question was finally disposed of. Pol- 
iticians might try to stifle that voice; but it would 
be like tossing straws against the wind. We 
claim a proud distinction over other countries, 
because we claim to be a Government of freedom 
—a Government under which every man ma 
enjoy his own opinion. Ought they, under such 
circumstances, to admit Texas into this Union, or 
not? He thought the answer was too plain and | 
palpable to require argument. Suppose Mexico 
should choose to go to war: the responsibility 
would rest with her. He looked forward to the | 
day when he should see the stars and stripes under 
which our forefathers marched forward to vic- 
tory, waving over California, Oregon, and Texas. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the floor, and moved | 
that the committee risc. 

The motion was negatived on a division—ayes 
52, noes 60. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then proceeded to address the | 
committee. His object was to place the question | 
upon its true footing: to recall the attention of | 
gentlemen to the true issue in reference to this 
question of annexation. The issue was officially 
recorded in the archives of this country, and would | 
go down to posterity; it was now too late to change 
that issue, The true issue was between the con- 
unuation of slavery and perpetuation of that abom- 





inable traffic, the slave trade, and the restoration 
of freedom. Gentlemen might attempt to make 
| the issue as they would, they could not esca 

| from it; and he called on gentlemen to stand up 


The question was, had Mexico | to the question on its true merits. 


‘The increase of population in the North was 
giving the North a preponderance over the South. 
The balance of power was about being changed; 

| and he appealed to gentlemen of the northern and 
| eastern States to say whether they were prepared 
to surrender those interests for which they had 
so long contended. Were they prepared to place 
upon their constituents the burden of the pay- 
ment of Texan debts? Would gentlemen return 
to their constituents and say, give us the funds to 
pay _ debts of fugitive criminals in Texas? [A 
augh. 

He dia not believe that his Democratic friends 
would dare to return to their constituents and ask 
| them for the money to pay the debts of the fugi- 

tives in Texas. If they did, the Whigs would 
beat them in every election. He didnot believe, 
however, that they would. One object of the an- 
nexation was to fight the battles of Texas. Let 
his Democratic friends say to their constituents, 
‘*it is your duty to march up and fight the battles 
of Texas for the purpose of perpetuating slavery, 
as Mr. Calhoun avows:”’ and what will be their 
answer? Another object of the annexation was 
to give a political preponderance to the slavehold- 
ing States over the free States of the North, by 
which they would ride triumphant over all the 
prominent interests of the North. There was an- 
other subject he would call to the notice of his 
northern friends; and that was, the annexation of 
Texas would give to the slaveholders of that coun- 
try an interest in the election of President com- 
mensurate with their detestation of human rights; 
that is, each man that has five slaves will-have as 
many voices in the election of President as four 
northern freemen. He would say, therefore, that 
any northern freeman who would vote for the an- 
nexation of Texas would place himself on a level 
with the slaves of thatcountry. Mr. G. contended 
that the Constitution gave no power to the Gov- 
ernment to annex a foreign territory to the Union. 
Those who framed the Constitution never gave to 
any body the power to transfer the freemen of 
New England to the control of Texan slavehold- 
ers. The people of New England were not to be 
sold like slavesin the market. He found, in the 
remarks of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
BeLseRr,] an assertion that there was a guarantee 
in the Constitution to protect the slave property 
of the South. This he denied; and he called upon 
| the gentleman to point it out to him. He would 





yield him the floor for that purpose. The gentle- 
| man did not answer; and he therefore asserted 
| that there was no such guarantee. If any other 
| 
| guarantee, he would be glad if he would do it. 
| Mr, CAUSIN said he would answer the gen- 
| tleman. He maintained that there was such a 
guarantee in the Constitution. Property in slaves 
was recognized in the Constitution, and also by 
| the laws of the several States; and the General 
Government was bound to protect all the citizens 
of the United States in the right to their prop- 


erty. 
Mr. GIDDINGS said he would ask the gentle- 
| man to tell him where this was to be found. 

Mr. CAUSIN said the guarantee was to be found 
in the clause of the Constitution providing for the 
recapture of fugitive slaves. 
| Mr.GIDDINGS denied that the clause referred 
to by the gentleman from Maryland gave any such 
guarantee. He contended that the Constitution 
nowhere spoke of slaves as peoeen but that it 
carefully refrained from speaking of them as such, 
and only spoke of them as * persons.” 

Mr. BELSER said he would ask the gentleman 
he intended to vote for a slaveholder for Pres- 
ident. 





|| Mr. GIDDINGS replied that he would, if the 


_ gentleman carried out the Constitution to its full- 
est extent, as he believed he would. He never 
_ would make the question of a man’s being a slave- 
| holder a. test of his qualifications for the Presi- 

dency. If the gentleman from Alabama supposed 

he would, he had mistaken his man. This Gev- 
| ernment—and he rejoiced that it was so—was 

placed in an attitude in which it was divested of 
all connection with slavery. They could not 
abolish slavery in Virginia without giving just 









gentleman from the South could point out such a || 
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ground of complaint to the citizens of that Star, 
nor could they exercise their power to Perpetuate 
it in Texas. He regretted des he had not had 
more time for preparation on the subject, that h 
—_ have argued it more cogently; but he said 
he had felt called upon to set some gentlemen righ, 
on this subject, as they appeared to be dodg; 
the question and avoiding the true issue. Bevis 
made some further remarks, ; 

Mr. PAYNE rose to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio a question; and said he wished the report. 
ers to take it down. About two years ZO, or 
perhaps within a less period, there was a man 
named Torrey, who brought a wagon and team 
to this District, and who was deemed a negro 
stealer. He did steal some negroes, and was 
stealing others; but they were arrested, Torrey 
making his escape, with the loss of his wagon 
and team. Subsequently, it was said, a member 
on that floor claimed that wagon and team on be. 
half of Torrey; and he now asked the gentleman 
from Ohio what interest he had in the property 
of that negro stealer? . 

Mr. GIDDINGS (after a pause) said he could 
not receive anything on that floor in the nature of 
an insult, 

Mr. PAYNE called upon the gentleman from 
Ohio to answer his question; and remarked, that 
if he would not,a committee ought to be appointed 
to inquire into the facts. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had been too much 
accustomed to this ** overseerism.”’ 

Mr. PAYNE said a man that would deceive 
his own party could not be made ashamed any.- 
where. 

— CHAIRMAN called the gentleman to 
order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then declared, in unequivocal 
terms, before God, that this was the first time he 
had heard of the circumstance mentioned by the 
gentleman from Alabama, or that any member 
on that floor had any connection with any such 
transaction. He said he made this explanation, 
not for the gentleman from Alabama but for the 
House, and for many gentlemen there whom he 
respected. He then went on to speak of the cor- 
respondence of the Secretary of State in relation 
to the annexation of Texas, in which he said the 
free people of this Union were represented as be- 
ing solicitous for annexation, for the purpose of 
maintaining the infamous traffic in human flesh 
and blood. Such a representation was a base 
slander on the people of the free States; and even 
in the South there were those—and with one he 
had very recently conversed—who looked with 
horror on the extension of the inhuman traffic. 

Mr. BURT desired to know if the member from 
Ohio meant to say that the Secretary of State had 
done, or was capable of doing, anything base. 

Mr. GIDDINGS expressed some astonishment 
at the question. 

Mr. BURT, (with much warmth.) That was 
your language, sir. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (somewhat embarrassed.) 
This southern dialect I do not understand. 

Mr. BURT. Do you understand your own 
language, sir? 

The CHAIRMAN interposed, and called the 





| gentlemen to order. 


| 
| 


Mr. GIDDINGS replied that he had said that, 
to represent the people of the free States as bein 
desirous to maintain the traffic in human fles 
and blood—a traffic which they had denounced 
as piracy—was a base slander. That was what 
he said, and he knew well what he said. He 
still said it. He said it, in the name of all the 
States north of Mason and Dixon’s line, that such 
a representation was a slander—a base slander; 
before the whole civilized world he denied that 
—= feeling existed there. ‘ 

e then proceeded to notice a refutation of an 
error in the sixth census, by a negro man nam 
Smith, on which error the Secretary of State had 
relied in his correspondence to show that slavery 
was better than freedom for the negro race. He 
said that one of the errors in the census was the 
return of sixty-three insane negroes in certain 
districts of Ohio, where no such number of ne- 
groes of all classes could be found. He was 
continuing to speak on this subject, when the 
falling ‘of the Chairman’s mallet announced the 
expiration of his hour. : 

r CAUSIN briefly addressed the committee 
on the growing disposition manifested in the north- 
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en and eastern States, to disregard their consti- 
tutional obligations to the South in regard to 


fagitive slaves. 
"The committee then rose, and reported prog- 
ress 


VIRGINIA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON moved areconsideration of 
the vote by which the House had postponed to 
Monday next the motion to print the report of 
the Committee of Elections, with the view of call- 
ing it up to-morrow. : 

After some conversation, the motion to recon- 
sider Was postponed until to-morrow. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 


Mr. McKAY moved that all debate in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Unionon 
House bill No. 62, shall cease at two o’clock on 
Wednesday, the 25th instant, (if the committee 
shall not sooner come to a conclusion upon the 
same;) and the committee shall then proceed to 
yote on such amendments as may be pending or 
offered to the same, and shall then report it to 
the House, with such amendments as may have 
been agreed to by the committee; and called the 
previous question. 

Mr. MORRIS moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was lost. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered to be now 
put, being on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SCHENCK demanded the yeasand nays. 

The demand for the yeas and nays was sec- 
onded—ayes 28, noes 89—taken by tellers. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 90, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, 
Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, 
burke, Burt, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, 
Augustus A. Congas, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. 
Davis, John W. Davis, Dillingham, Douglas, Dromgoole, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer, Farle:, Ficklin, Byram Green, 
Hamlin, Hammett, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, Hubard, 
Hughes, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, Preston King, 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Ma- 
cay, Mathews, McCauslen, McClernard, McConnell, Mc- 
Kay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Relfe, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L.. Seymour, Simons, John T. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Sykes, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Wel- 
ler, Wentworth, Williams, Woodward, and Yost—90. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Baker, Barringer, Belser, 
Edward J. Black, Brengle, Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, Cat- 
lin, Causin, Clingman, Cranston, Deberry, Dickey, Fish, 
Foot, Giddings, Goggin, Hardin, Holmes, Hudson, ash- 
ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Mclivaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, - Patterson, 
Rodney, Rogers, Schenck, Severance, Caleb B. Smith, 
Andrew Stewart, Summers, Tilden, and White—44. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON desired to move to take 
up a bill, that it might stand first on the order. 

Mr. PAYNE inquired if it would be in order 
for him to make a statement to the House touch- 
ing its order and dignity. 

he SPEAKER said it would not be in order. 

Mr. PAYNE said he questioned whether it 
had much of either. 

The House then adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition and papers of Loring Snow ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Otis G. Welch, A. G. Pearce, and 
sixty-nine others, citizens of the State of Illinois, asking 
the establishment of a mail route from Monmouth, Warren 
county, [ilinois, via Berwick, Greenbush, Woodville, Ellis- 
ville, and Centerville, to Louiston, Fulton county, in said 
State of [linois; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARPER: The memorial of H. J. Cox and 
twenty-seven others, of Zanesville, Ohio, remonstrating 
against an international right law. 
om, et hbdilee Deo ee pocten ot Geo alte. 

’ praying s tract con- 
firmed, or his improvements for; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public ds. 

By-Mr. TIBBATTS: The memorial of the heirs of Cap- 
tain John Mountjoy, deceased, of the State of Kentucky, 
praying that the commutation of five years’ full pay of a 
captain be paid tothem with lawful interest thereon ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of Harriet McAlister 
and Emily ie a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY, of Maine: petition of Alfred J. Stone 
am citizens of Maine, in favor of the annexation 

exas. 


By Mr. HAYS: The petition of David Carlyle, praying 
remuneration for the services of his father, Ebenezer Car- 
lyle, a soldier of the Revolution ; of Polly Thomas, widow 


of Caleb Thomas, a revolutionary soldier, praying for con- 
tinuation of pension; of Lucina Daniels, widow of David 
Daniels, praying for a pension in consideration of the ser- 
vices of her husband in the revolutionary war; of Lucy 
Moore, widow of James Moore, a revolutionary soldier, 
praying compensation for the services of her husband in 
the revolutionary war; and of Abigail Taylor, widow of 
Gad Taylor, a soldier of the Revolution, praying for a pen- 
sion; which were referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of James Farris, of 
Casey county, Kentucky, asking an allowance for services 
in the revolutionary war, and as un Indian spy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
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lutions adopted at a meeting of the citizens of 
Hartford, Connecticut, remonstrating and de- 
cidedly protesting against the annexation of Texas 
to the United States; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Also, a communication from citizens of Buffalo, 
New York, having relation to one of the itemsin 
the bill making appropriations to certain harbors 
of the United States; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, the bill now being before the Senate. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the proceedings and 
the resolutions adopted by a meeting of the citi- 
zens of Chatham county, Georgia, without dis- 
tinction of party, favorable to the annexation of 
Texas to the United States; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. RIVES presented the proceedings of a 

ublic meeting of the county of Wythe, Virginia, 
in favor of the annexation of Texas to the United 
States; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a memerial from a large number of the 
citizens of Kenawha county, Virginia, remon- 
strating against any change in the existing tariff; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARIRFIELD presented a petition from 
Moses Springer and others, of Maine, praying 
indemnity for French spoliations prior to 1800; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 

CANCELED TREASURY NOTES. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the Senate took 
= for consideration, as in Committee of the 

hole, the bill to provide for the payment of 
evidences of public debt in certain cases. 

Mr. E. remarked that the bill provided for the 
redemption of those Treasury notes which were 
stolen and put in circulation, after being ordered 
for cancellation. He did not think any further 
explanation of it was necessary, as the bill suffi- 
ciently explained itself. Its provisions had been 
examined with great care by the Committee on 
Finance; and they had met with the concurrence 
of the Treasury Department. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


COMMITTEE DISCHARGED. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of Richard A. Gil- 
pin, concerning his plan for the construction of a 
dry-dock; the memorial of John H. Roebling, 
asking an appropriation to test the efficiency of 
wire rope, invented by him; and from two me- 
morials of Peter Von Schmidt, praying an appro- 
priation to enable him to make certain experi- 
ments for the preservation of timber, and relating 
to his plan for a pneumatic dry-dock. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


_ Mr. BAGBY submitted the tMowing resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the 
rule: 

Resolved, That after this week, the Senate will meet 
daily at eleven o’clock, a.m. 


PAY OF THE ARMY. 


On motion of Mr. BARROW, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the Senate 
took up for consideration, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill regulating the pay of the Army 
of the United States, and for other purposes; the 
question pending being on the report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, recommending the 
indefinite postponement of the bill. ; 

Mr. BARROW said it was very necessary that 
the Senate should act upon this bill promptly, 
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Mr. HUNTINGTON presented sundry reso- 
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because the bill was now before the Committee 
on Finance, making appropriations for the pay of 
the Army, and some amendments would be wanted 
if the action of the Senate upon this bill should be 
such as the Committee on Military Affairs recom- 
mended. The bilPproviding for the support of the 
Army, as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives, appropriated a sum of money for that pur- 
pose, contemplating the passage of this bill, and it 
would be necessary for the Senate, if it sustained 
the Committee on Military Affairs in their recom- 
mendation for the indefinite postponement of this 
bill, to increase that appropriation in the Army 
appropriation bill. The chiidanen of the Com- 
mittee on Finance informed him this morning, 
that it was very necessary that that bill should 
be speedily acted upon. 

Mr. ATHERTON called forthe yeasand nays 
on the motion to postpone indefinitely; and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. BAGBY desired to have the bill read. 

Mr. BARROW presumed it was hardly neces- 
sary to have the bill read. It was a bill passed 
by the House of Representatives, reducing the pa 
of officers of the Army. ‘The Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs of the Senate saw no reason for its 
passage; and after the most careful examination 
of the subject, they objected to the bill itself, to 
its veiheigians and to its provisions in detail. It 
was not designed that a discussion should take 
place, he believed, upon this bill, unless some gen- 
tleman, who was anxious for its passage, should 
advocate it, and make discussion necessary. The 
committee had it under consideration for a long 
time, and gave it full and deliberate investigation. 
They had come to the conclusion that such a bill 
ought not at this time to be passed, and therefore 
recommmended its indefinite postponement. 

The bill was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. TAPPAN was of opinion that, this being 
a bill of great importance, upon which the House 
of Representatives had bestowed much attention 
and labor, it was due to it that some consideration 
of its merits should precede a motion of indefinite 

ostponement. He had not had time himself to 
ook ihto it, and he was sure other Senators would 
say thesame. It was a question of retrenchment, 
and certainly ought to have been referred to the 
Committee on Retrenchment. It was desirable to 
hear the opinion of the chairman of that commit- 
tee on the subject. With a view of having time 
to consider the best disposition of the matter, he 
should move to lay the bill on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. McDUFFIE suggested to the Senator from 
Ohio the propriety of referring the bill at once to 
the Committee on Retrenchment. 

Mr. TAPPAN said he would adopt the su 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina, and alter 
his motion from that of laying on the table to that 
of referring it to the Committee on Retrenchment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, (Mr. Wutre,) 
observed that the motion was not in order—the 
question of indefinite postponement having pre- 
cedence. 

Mr. ATHERTON contended that, if the prac- 
tice of the Senate was similar to that of the House 
of Representatives, the motion was in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore decided that, ac- 
cording to the rules of the Senate, the motion of 
indefinite postponement, unless withdrawn, would 
have precedence. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON did not think there was 
occasion for discussion or opposition, the object 
which the committee had in view having been ex- 
plained by the Senator from Louisiana, which 
was simply to obtain a test vote of the Senate, that 
the Committee on Finance might be enabled to 
estimate the amendments necessary to make tothe 
general Army appropriation bill. The necessit 
for some immediate disposition of that bill had 
been pointed out; but none could now be made 
till the sense of the Senate was known in regard 
to the retrenchment bill. It had been reported to 
the Senate long since by the Committe on Mili- 
tary Affairs adversely, and gentlemen had had 
ample time for examining into its merits, and 
making up their minds whether:to support it or 
not. if, however, any Senator wanted more time 
for consideration, he should not object to a short 
delay—for instance, a postponement till to-mor- 
row. He hoped, however, the test question would 
now be allowed to be put. 

Mr. BREESE understood the question before 
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the Senate was on concurring in the report of the 
Committee on Military Affairs for the indefinite 
postponement of the il. If so, it certainly ap- | 
peared to him to be in order to move to lay that | 
report on the table, or refer it to the Committee on | 
Retrenchment. ‘ 

Mr. ARCHER did not understand cither of the | 
motions offered by the Senator from Ohio as evine- 
ing any disposition to pestpone the subject. The | 
vote would Se a test vote on the motion to refer | 
the bill to the Committee on Retrenchment. If | 
that motion failed, the vote would recur on the | 
motion of indefinite postponement. He hoyied | 
the Senator from Ohio would persist in his mo- 
tion, and let the disposition of the Senate be as- 
certained on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore decided that the 
motion was not in order. 

Mr. BAGBY hoped the motion of indefinite | 
postponement would not prevail. The question | 
of retrenchment was not the only question for | 
consideration of the bill. It contained a principle | 
of great importance in one of its provisions—the 
abolition of corporal punishment in the Army. | 
This was a matier of grave consideration. He 
hoped the motion for indefinite postponement would 
not prevail. 

r. McDUFFIE was sure the Senate was not 
prepared to reject, in such a summary matter, so 
important a measure as this, without even mo- 
mentary consideration. The people of the United 
States, during the presidential canvass of 1840, 
had been encouraged to believe that, in the great 
contest between the two rival parties, was involved | 
the issue of this very question of retrenchment— 
each party denouncing the other for extravagance, | 
and each party promising reform in case of suc- | 
cess. That issue was now to be tested; and the 
very first measure of retrenchment proposed—in 
a bill introduced in another branch of Congress, | 
after grave and mature deliberation, and to his | 
knowledge sanctioned by a large portion of the 
officers of the Army themselves—is to be rejected, | 
like an unconstitutional petition, without a mo- 
ment’s consideration. He desired to know—it | 
was due to the people that they should know— 
who was opposed to retrenchment when put to 
the test; aa chameleons, he should call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore stated that the 
yeas and nays had been before called for and 
ordered. 

Mr. BARROW would not detain the Senate, 
on this occasion, hy presenting to it the consider- 
ations which influenced him, and, he believed, 
influenced the Committee on Military Affairs in 
making an adverse report upon this bill. If it 
was intimated, however, on the other side of the 
House, or or any side, that it was the wish or 
desire of the Sennte to discuss the principles of 
the bill, or its details, he thought that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs would be found ready 
to answer every argument that might be advanced 
by gentlemen on this floor in favor of it. The 
reason why he made the motion to postpone it 
indefinitely, and why he deprecated discussion 
was this: he was perfectly satisfied that a large 
majority of the Senate were prepared to sustain 
hismotion. That being hisconviction,and know- 
ing that every Senator had made up his mind 
upon this subject, (because it was not a new one, 
having been in the other branch of Congress for 
a long ume, and the attention of every Senator 
having been directed to it,) he had submitted 
the motion to postpone it indefinitely. It had 
been before the Senate for some time. It had | 
been before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and was there examined with impartiality and 
deliberation; and it was the deliberate judgment 
of the committee that it ought not to pass. As 
to this question of retrenchment, about which 
there } been so much public discussion, and 
which was the subject of mutual crimination and 
recrimination between the two great political par- 
ties—one party ever accusing the other of extrav- | 
agance, and making promises of retrenchment— 
it did not, in the opinion of the committee, come 
before them in considering this bill. 

What did the bill propose todo? What, ac- 
cording to the report emanating from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of the other House, did 
that committee profess to have in view? They 
professed that it was necessary to change the mode 
of paying officers of the Army—to give them a 








fixed salary, instead of perquisites as well as a 


salary. They professed also to equalize the pay || report from the 


of the officersofthe Army. They professed fur- | 


ther to reduce their pay. One of these objects, it 
was true, eg Ae accomplished by the 

of this bill. hey had reduced the pay; but they 
had entirely failed in accomplishing the other two 
objects. The simple reduction of the pay of offi- 
cers of the Army was of very doubtful policy. 
This bill neither equalized the pay, nor was it a 
salary bill merely, He was prepared to demon- 
strate these two propositions, oy a reference to 
the provisions of the bill; and there was, there- 


| fure, but one point to contest—the retrenchment 


part. The honorable Senator from South Caro- 


|| lina [Mr, McDurris] was the last person he ex- 


pected to hear advocate, at this particular time, a 
proposition of retrenchment in that branch of the 
public service. This was nota time to be tam- 
pering with the Army—neither was it a time to 
reduce either its numbers or the compensation of 
its officers. From the evidences around us, it 
would not surprise the American people that we 
should be called upon to increase the Army; and, 
in a time of war, it was usual to increase the pay 
of officers as well as soldiers. 

He did not intend, at this time, unless it was 
forced upon him, to detain the Senate, by going 
into an elaborate discussion of the principles in- 
volved in this bill and its details. It was pecu- 
liarly objectionable upon both grounds—the prin- 
ciples and details. He was perfectly satisfied that 
it was the decided sense of a majority of this 
Senate that the bill should be indefinitely post- 
poned. That being his conviction, and as the 
session was about to terminate, he hoped the 
Senate would sustain him in his motion. Asa 
means of saving time, and in order to preventa 
discussion which would be useless—a discussion 
which would produce no change of opinion on 
either side of the Senate—it had been suggested 
by one of his friends on that side of the Hone, 
that he should meve to lay the bill on the table, 
and announce that it should be considered a test 
vote—those voting to lay it on the table meaning 
by their vote to express the opinion that the bi 
ought to be postponed indefinitely, and those op- 
pas to express the contrary opinion. However, 
1e did not know the sense of those who were in 
favor of his motion, or whether it was the desire 
of the Senate that the bill should be discussed, or 
whether they would desire to express their opin- 
ion on the motion to lay the bill on the table; 
and until there was some further manifestation of 
the wish of Senators, he would not make that 
motion, but let the original motion stand, and 
have the vote taken upon it. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
indefinite postponement, and resulted—yeas 25, 
nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 


Berrien, Choate, Clayton, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Hanne- . 


gan. Henderson, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Man m, 
iller, Pearce, a Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, 
— and Woodbridge—25. 


AYS — Messrs. Alien, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
ae Colquitt, Fairfield, saa mares 
uger, Lewis es, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan 
Woodbury, and Wright—19. . , P ; 


So the bill was indefinitely postponed. 
BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were read the third time, 
and passed: 

‘I'he bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Fisher; 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Ferguson; 

The bill providing for the appointment and reg- 
ulating the pay of engineers and assistant engi- 
neers ni the revtnue service; and 

The bill regulating the landing of foreign mer- 
chandise on the right bank of the Mississippi 
river, opposite New Orleans. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate pro- 

ceeded to the consideration of executive business 


After several hours spent therein, the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, May 22, 1844. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that his motion be 
now taken up, of which he yesterday gave notice, 
to reconsider the vote by which the House post- 








poned, to Monday next, the motion to print the 
ection Committee, in relation 
to the contested seat of Hon. J. W. Jones, of 
| Virginia. , 
ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. BELSER desired the gentleman from Ten. 
nessee to give him.an opportunity to present the 
proceedings of several meetings in Alabama, in 
favor of the annexation of Texas; and having ob. 
tained permission to do so, he presented the pro- 
ceedings, and moved that they be laid on the table 
and printed. 

Mr. DICKEY objected to the printing. 

A conversation ensued, in whieh Messrs. BEL- 
SER, BLACK of Georgia, SEYMOUR of New 
York, HAMLIN, COBB, and others, took part, 

Mr. BELSER then withdrew his motion to lay 
on the table and print, and substituted a motion 
to refer to the Committee on Foreign Relations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB then desired to present proceedings 
of a meeting held in a portion of the district which 
he represents, of a like character; which he moved 
to lay on the table, and print. 

Mr. DICKEY objected to the printing. 

Mr. HARDIN said he should object also, un- 
less the same course was to be pursued with those 
of an opposite character. 

Some conversation ensued, in which Messrs. 
C. JOHNSON, COBB, WHITE, ELMER, 
WELLER, (as the Speaker pro tempore,) and 
others, took part; in thecourse of which, objections 
were made to the reception of the proceedings. 

Mr. COBB moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to present them; but the motion was 
rejected. 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON then called up his motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the motion to 
print the election report was postponed to Mon- 
day next; and after a brief conversation, the 
motion was reconsidered; and then the motion to 
print was postponed to Saturday next. 

Mr.M AV mbved that the rules be suspended 
thatthe House might resolve itgelf into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


BREACH OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. FISH desired to prenent a resolution which 
affected the privileges of a member of this House, 
which had been violated. ‘The resolution was as 
follows: 

poets oe a nelost  coenreiane of five be spoctnnet 
to in re an report Ww er an eput tumaster, or 
ober officer of the Post Office Teontaene tes violated 
the neers parnee of any of the members of this House 


as established by Jaw, by erasing his frank, or otherwise, 
under any regulation or instruc of the Post Office De- 
partment. 


The resolution not being in order at this time, 
it was not received; but it was understood that 
several of the honorable gentleman’s letters which 
he had dispatched through the post office had 
been charged with postage, his franks having been 
first erased in their passage through the Post 
Office Department. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House, on motion of Mr. McKAY, re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. C, Jonson in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the naval service for 

e hace! reer ending the 30th day of June, 1845. 

Mr, HARDIN was entitled to the floor from 
yesterday; but he yielded to 

Mr. HALE, who wished to make an answer 
to a statement of the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Arxinson,}] made in committee 
yesterday. It would be recollected that he had 
stated, on more occasions than one, that the pay 
of the officers of the American Navy was higher 
than the pay of officers of the same grade in any 
navy in the world; and he had learned that*the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia had doubted 
the accuracy of that statement in a speech made 
by him ppemeeets and had quoted some author- 
ity which put the pay of a captain in the British 

avy at $3,800 or 9. Now, he reasserted his 
statement, and the attention of the com- 
mittee to the authority on which he based him- 
self in making the assertion: it was the Register 

| of the Royal Navy of Great Britain, published 
i t there appeared that the net 


**by authority.” I 
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-pay of a captain in the English Navy, was 
wn ad, and allowing the pound sterling to be 
equal to $4 85, it makes the English naval captain’s 
pay & ual to $297 58 per month; which, multi- 
plied 5 twelve, the number of months in a 

ear, is equal to $3,570 60 for the year. But, in 
Doty the pound sterling is notequal to $4 85, but 
only $4 44, making the monthly pay of the Eng- 
jish naval captain only $272 47 per month; which, 
multiplied by twelve, gives $3,269 64 as the an- 
nual pay of an English captain. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked, if post captains were 
not an intermediate grade of officers in the Eng- 
lish Navy? and if they had not there different 
orders of admirals, vice-admirals, and rear-admi- 
rals? and if American captains did not have to 
command fleets, and perform the same duty re- 
quired of these different orders of admirals? 

Mr. HALE replied they had in England ad- 
mirals, viee-admirals, and rear-admirals, of the 
blue, red, and white; and they had also there, 
dukes, earls, lords, marquises, &c., with a priv- 
ileged order of nobility, rioting in luxury upon 
the hard earnings of a burdened and suffering 

ople; and, he doubted not, we had many who 
are earnestly desiring to see the same in this coun- 
try; but he trusted the day was far distant when 
these hopes were to be realized. Was it neces- 
sary, because we had no order of nobility, and 
did not decorate our officers who had distinguished 
taemselves, with surs and gariers and other gew- 
gaws of royalty, that we should therefore, and 
for that reason, pay them a higher compensation 


on earth? If so, he, for one, would prefer the 
harmless decorations of the blue, red, and white, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
| 


| 





or all the colors of the rainbow combined, rather | 


than pay such extravagant remuneration. The || dry-dock, because they could, by referring to the 
pay of-an English naval captain, here given, isof || history of the naval architecture of the country, 


one in command of a first-class ship. English 
ships are divided into six classes before we come 


to sloops and bombs; and the pay of the captains || 


is continually descending according to the class 
of the ship he commands, till it gets down to 
£26 17s.—the monthly pay of a captain in com- 
mand of a sixth rate. 


of the gentleman, he would read a comparative 
statement of the pay received by officers of a 
similar grade in the Navy of the United States 
and in that of Great Britain. 

Mr. HALE assented; and 

Mr. PARMENTER read a statement of the 
amount of the salaries of naval officers. 

Mr. HALE said he did not propose to pursue 
the discussion; he simply desired to place the 
matter before the committee in its true light. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, obtained the floor. 

Mr. ATKINSON appealed to the gentleman to 
allow him a few moments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, declined to yield 
the floor, remarking, however, that the time for 
the continuance of the debate was limited, and 
he desired to place before the committee a prop- 
osition which he considered to be of great import- 
ance. 

Mr. D. sent to the Chair a resolution, which 
he proposed to offer so soon as it should be in 
order, 

The resolution was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, regretted that the 
debate had not been confined to the bill before the 
committee, because there were various proposi- 
tions which many gentlemen, no doubt, as well as 
himself, desired to see modified or amended; and 
there were other propositions which they desired 
an oppartnaky to offerand to explain. The sub- 
ject of water-rotted hemp was a subject of peculiar 
interest to the people of the United States, as well 
as to the Government. The article was an essen- 
tial component of our national defense—as much 
80 as any article made use of in ship-building; 
and it was a matter which had received some 
attention on the part of the Government. There 
had been two or three laws passed upon the sub- 

ject in the shape of joint resolutions, for the pur- 
ee of protecting and fostering that interest, The 

rst action of Congress on the subjéct wasa joint 
resolution introduced by one of the Senators from 
Missouri, in the session of 1841, for the encour- 
agementand protection of the production of Amer- 
ican water-rotted hemp for the use of the military 
Marine. Under this encouragement from the 
Government, the farmers of the West, especially 
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of Kentucky and Missouri, undertook the pro- 
duction of the article, by the process of water- | 
rotting; but what had been the result? ‘The ex- 


ceased the purchase of the American article, and 
had actually entered into a contract for the pur- 
chase of a supply of Riga hemp suflicient for the 
coming year, although it had been clearly and 
indisputably shown that the American article was 
superior to the foreign, and could be furnished at | 
a cheaper rate. Was this the way in which the | 
executive officers of this Government intended | 
to carry into execution a law of Congress, or joint | 
resolution, equal in force toa law? There were 
two solemn laws requiring the American article 
to be purchased and used in the American Navy; | 
and yet, in defiance of these laws, the Secretary 

of the Navy had directed the purchase to be thus 





| continued, and had entered into a contract for the | 


purchase of the foreign article. 
Mr. MORRIS observed that in consequence of | 
the adoption of the resolution of the chairman of | 


, the Committee on Waysand Means, to terminate | 


the debate to-day, he was under the eno of | 
following the example of the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky, (Mr. Davis,} and submit his remarks on 
an amendment not yet before the committee, but | 
which he intended at a proper time to offer. The | 
proposition he desired to submit was for the | 
erection of a dry-cock at Phitade!phia; and in 


eldes , cae 
urging it upon the attention of the committee, he 


'| would urge it on the grounds of economy. Sev- | 
than was paid to the officers of any other navy || eral memorials on this subject had been already 


nterest they took in the desired improvement. 
The citizens of Philadelphia desired to have this 


show that at no place in the United States had 
vessels for the Navy been constructed of better 
workmanship, and oncheaperterms. Moreover, 
there was no instance on record in which a vessel 
built at Philadelphia had failed in performing all 
that was expected of her. Here Mr. M. referred 


| to some documents, showing the expense of build- 


Mr. PARMENTER said, with the permission || ing and equipping various ships at various places 


in the United States, and making a comparison 
of the cost of each, showed that the difference was 
in favor of Philadelphia. He also went into a 
statement, showing the facility of obtaining pro- 
visions, supplies, and materials, on comparatively 
cheap terms at that place. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON observed that he did not 
know that the remarks he was about to make 
would be considered strictly in order; but inas- 
much as the debate had taken rather a wide range, 
he trusted it would not be considered itnproper for 
him to discuss the means by which money now 
proposed to be appropriated was drawn from the 
people. He should oppose this bill more in con- 
sequence of the manner in which the money it 
aperenens was raised, than for any other con- 
sideration; and he held that an examination of 
the system by which the revenue of the Govern- 
ment was raised, was a legitimate course of argu- 
ment. Ever since this Congress had been in 
session, there appeared to him to have been a 
disposition to indulge in the wildest and most 
visionary schemes of expenditure. Mr. J. here 
referred to various items of expenditure, such as 
dry-docks, navy-yards, &c., and particularly to 
the two river and harbor bills, involving an ex- 
penditure of $1,200,000. He was opposed to the 
appropriations in this bill, in consequence of the 
system by which the money was procured. We 
have been told by some of the gentlemen of this 


evils of direct taxation; and he would therefore 
say a word or two on that subject. He was not 
an advocate for direct taxation; but he held that 
it would be a cheaper and more equitable mode 
of collecting the revenue than the present one. 
Atall events, a system of direct taxation would 
put an end to all these extravagant and visionary 
schemes of expenditure that were now resorted 
to. Inthe publication he referred to, the authors 
supposed that the annual revenues collected for 
this Government would be something like thirty- 
six million dollars; and when they came to the 
State of Tennessee, they showed thatif thismoney 
was to be collected by direct taxes, the people of 
that State would be alarmed at the proportion 4 
were to pay, which was estimated at $1,700,000. 


House, in a document published by them, of the | 


|| proposed to collect this $1,700,000 of the 
ecutive officers of this Government, in disregard || 


of this proceeding on the part of Congress, had || 














This was an admission, however, that the money 

was collected from the people. Now, how is it 
ople 
of Tennessee, but by indirect taxation? It was 
proposed to collect it by a mode under which the 


|| people would not know the amount collected from 


them; that is, to take the money out of their 
pockets by deception, or, in other words, by the 
operation of the tariff. Now, if the southern 
States would look closely to the subject, they 
would find that such a system of taxation bore 
| more hardly on them than any other. 
| He went on to contend that there were greater 
advantages to the people in direct taxation for 
the support of the Government, for thereby much 
would be saved to the hard-working people. But 
they were told that this expensive plan of collect- 
ing revenue must be persisted in for the protec- 
tion of home industry; or, in other words, this 
system must be persisted in that the few might 
| be benefited at the expense of the many. It was 
| admitted that $36,000,000 must be collected for 
| the support of the Government, and this sum was 
| made 44 the importing merchants to form partof 
| the first cost of the goods. The merchants trans- 
mitted those goods to various parts of this Union 
for sale, adding thereon fifty per cent. as profit; 
| and thus it would be seen that the hard-working 
| consumer not only paid $36,000,000 for the sup- 
| port of the Government to benefit a few manu- 
facturers, but fifty per cent. thereon as profit to 
the merchant. 
He contended that the argument was very clear 





| in favor of a system by which each State should 
] presented by his constituents, showing the great 
NW 


| collect and provide its proportionate share of the 
| revenue which was necessary for the Govern- 
| ment. By such a system much would be saved 
in the cost of collection. He calculated that of 
the $1,700,000 which Tennessee would supply, 
she could save $92,000, which was an important 
item. 

He then showed the operation of the protective 
system on the mechanic, proving that, in relation 
to the mechanic classes, this protection of home 
industry was a system of humbug, by which no 

| one was benefited but the wealthy manufacturer. 
| Indeed, to the working classes, it was an iniqui- 
| tous system of taxation. But was the system 
| for which the people were so honestly taxed a 
| protection to home industry? Of the amount of 
capital vested in manufactures and in agriculture 
he said this system caused $500 vested in manu- 
factures to yield seventy-two dollars; more than 
$1,000 vested in agriculture; and yet they were 
protecting home industry! To be perfect, the 
protection of home industry must be its protec- 
tion by the several and individual States within 
their own chartered limits; but if that were re- 
sorted to, they would hear less of protection of 
home industry. 
Upon such a principle as this, they might 
| on increasing the amount of duties progressively 
| until they brought down the price of the articles 
to nothing at all. The Government would then 

| be in the receipt of a large revenue from duties on 
| imports, and the goods imported would be pro- 
| cured by the consumer for nothing. Was 

| ever a greater absurdity attempted to be palmed 
| off upon the public? It was an insult to the intel- 
| ligence of the people. 

Another extraordinary proposition contained in 
| 

| 

| 








this literary curiosity, to which he had already 
referred, was, that we were actually —. five 
dollars’ worth of foreign articles for 
worth that we sold of our own. Was there ever 
a country that was prosperous and happy while 
she bought more than she sold? How long would 
a Government exist under such circumstances? 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, said if the 
| gentleman would examine the argument in that 
report, he would see, not that we purchased five 
dollars’ worth of foreign articles for every dollar's 
worth that we sold of our own, but that we pur- 
chase and consume, in the form of manufactured 


—_ five dollars’ worth of agricultural produce 
or every dollar’s worth of agricultural produce 


that we export. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON continued. The gentleman 
might attempt to explain the matter, but it clearly 
put him to as great difficulty to understand him- 
self, as it did him (Mr. J.) to understand him. 
Was the gentleman unacquainted with that plain 
principle of political economy, that when the bal- 
ance of trade exists against a Government, that 
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Government must decline in proportion to the 
extent of that balance? But they were calied upon 
to imitate the example of Great Britain; and the 
prosperity of that country had been greatly 
vaunted. Prosperous! yes; prosperous in the cre- 
ation of a national debt; prosperous in the im- 

osition of burdens upon the people; prosperous 
in building up an aristocracy. He might refer to 
various authorities to show the prosperous con- 
dition of Great Britain, but he would not, unne- 
cessarily, detain the committee. 

Mr. t. adverted to the distributive policy asa 
concomitant of the high protective tariff. Who 
was the great advocate of that policy—a policy by 


which the people became the recipients of a bounty | 
first collected from themselves? The advocate of || 


this strange mode of enriching the people was the 
man who was to be placed at the inadet the ad- 
ministration of this Government—the man who 
was at one time found advocating the principles 
of one eens sometimes of another. 
Mr. 

in the Democratic ranks. For his own part, he 
intended to act for himself, and as to any insinu- 
ations that had been spread abroad with respect 
to him, he repelled them. He did not admit the 
right of any individual to set himself up as the 
supervisor or censor of all who belonged to the 
Democratic party, and to institute a Procrustean 
bed for their opinions. 


by the Chairman. 
Mr. LEVY next obtained the floor. 


the purport of various amendments which he pro- 


. next adverted to the alleged dissensions 








| 





He stated | 


posed to offer whenever it would be in order to | 


do so. Mr. L. then called the attention of the 


committee to the navy-yard at Pensacola, and the | 


necessity of making appropriations for that object. 
He spoke of the great importance of Pensacola, 
as a naval station, to the 


efense of the southern | 


States and the security of our vast commerce on | 


the Gulf, and pointed out how it had hitherto 
been neglected by Congress. Mr. L. particularly 
referred to the fact that at least one fale of the 
small appropriations for that station had been di- 
verted f 

own authority, and applied to other avd more 
favored naval stations. 

Mr. MURPHY said he feared the time to which 
this debate was limited would not permit him to 
do justice to the subject to which he now desired 
to call the attention of the committee—a limit, 
however, which was necessary, in consequence 
of the latitude which the debate had taken on col- 
lateral issues. 


from New York, (Mr. Hont;] and then, although 
he had much to say in relation to the Navy, in 
which his constituents had a deep interest, pro- 
ceeded to make some remarks on the subject of 
the stone dry-dock which had been projected at 
Brooklyn. He gave the history of that dock, 
the appropriations made for it by Congress, the 
suspension of the works, and the authority given 
to the Secretary of the Navy to decide between a 
stone dry-dock and a floating dock, and the con- 
sequent appointment of a commission to examine 
into their relative merits. 

The Clerk, at the request of the gentleman from 
New York, read an extract from a document giv- 
ing the views of Mr. Secretary Upshur, as the 
result of the inquiry by the commission, which 
was decidedly in favor of a stone dry-dock, or 
excavation with walls, as it was sometimes called. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, asked if an- 
other report had not been made in favor of a sec- 
tional floating dock. 

Mr. MURPHY said he did not intend that his 
colleague should divert his attention from the issue 
which he made. An officer might have made 
such a report, but he asserted that no competent 
commission of scientific men had examined and 


made such a report; but on the pe of such a | 
ata dry stone | 


commission, they had the opinion t 
dock was alone fit for the purposes of the Navy 


The expiration of the hour was here announced | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


y the Secretaries of the Navy, on their | 


He then proceeded to express his | 
opposition to the amendment of the gentleman | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 





| appropriation made in 1842. 


| 
| 


| 


at New York. Mr. M. argued at some length in | 


favor of the superiority of stone docks over the 
sectional floating docks, and adduced the testi- 
mony of numerous shipping merchants and other 
well-informed persons to the same effect. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, sent to the |; son and Brtack were appointed; and they re- 


i] . 

| amendment was rejected, and the amendment was 
| 

| 

| 


I! os and repairs of the Navy shall be ap- 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, said he had 
| no other object but the advancement of the pub- 
| lic good in proposing these amendments. He 
| had, at considerable expense, examined into the 
| comparative merits and comparative expense of 
constructing the different descriptions of docks, 
' and the conclusion he had come to was in favor 
| of the sectional floating dock. 

The hour which had been fixed upon for vot- 
| ing on the bill and amendments having arrived, 
| the committee proceeded to vote accordingly. 

| ‘The state of the question was as follows: 

| The following amendment had been offered by 
| 





Mr. ParMENTER: 


After the word “ dollars,” in the eleventh line, insert: 

Provided, That the whole number of petty officers, sea- 

| men, ordinary seamen, landsmen, and boys, in the naval 

| service, shall not exceed seven thousand five hundred at 
any one time during the fiscal year for which this appro- 

| priation is made. 

| To which Mr. Hunt, of New York, had of- 
fered the following as an amendment: 

Provided, That no more than one half of the moneys ap. 
propriated by this act shall be expended in the naval ser- 
vice, or drawn from the Treasury, previous to the Ist day 
of January, 1845, excepting the sums appropriated for im- 
provements and the necessary repairs of navy-yards. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment which was offered by Mr. Hunt, 
of New York, and carried—yeas 62, nays 61. 

| The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment as amended, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. LEVY submitted the following amend- 
ment; which was rejected: 

Provided, That proposals for the different articles of sup- 
ply required for use or delivery at each respective naval 
station in the United States, shall be advertised for sepa- 
rately; and that the advertisement forsuch proposals shall 
be made in the principal newspapers published in the same 
and adjoining States in which the yard is located at which 
delivery is required to be made. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON submitted an amendment 
providing that no vessel shall hereafter be built 
or rebuilt, except by express authority of Con- 

cress, 

Mr. FISH moved to amend the amendment by 
striking out the word ‘ rebuilt.” 

The question being put, the amendment to the 


agreed to. 
Mr. LEVY submitted an amendment provid- 
ing that no part of the appropriation made for the 
lied to the payment of any officers whose offices 
nave not been created by law; which was agreed 


| to. 
| Mr. PARMENTER offered an amendment 
striking out the twenty-ninth line, and inserting 
| the words “ for inclosing and grading the square 
on which the naval depot at Charlestown is 
erected, and for the building of a house for the 
superintendent.”’ 

r. FICKLIN called for a division of the 
question; and it was first taken on striking out, 
and agreed to; and then on inclosing the yard 
and building a house at Charlestown, and re- 
jected. 

| Some unimportant change was-‘made in the item 

| of appropriation for New Hampshire, on the 

motion of Mr. PARMENTER. 
| 








The Clerk read the other items until he arrived 
at that in reference to the navy-yard at New York. 
Mr. MURPHY offered the amendment which 
| he had before indicated his intention to offer, to 
| direct the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with 
| the stone dry-dock at Brooklyn, New York, for 
which there is now an unexpended balance of the 


} 
| 


r. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved to 
amend the amendment so as to provide that the 
| Secretary of the Navy should contract for a sec- 
tional floating dock at New York. 
| Tellers were called for; and Messrs. Vinton 

and Biptack were appointed; and they reported 
—ayes 50, noes 77. 
So the amendment to the amendment was neg- 
| atived. 
Mr. PHCENIX offered an amendment vesting 
‘in the Secretary of the Navy the discretion 
| whether to construct a floating or a stone dry- 
dock. 
| ‘Tellers were called for; and Messrs. Harat- 





Clerk certain amendments, which he designed to || ported ninety-three in the affirmative; which was 


|| deemed a majority, and the negative was not 
1 taken. , 


offer at the proper time. 
The amendments were read. 
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The question was then taken on th 
ment, as amended; and it was rejected, 
Mr. BLACK, of Georgia, offered an amend 
ment to direct the Secretary of the Navy to pro. 
ceed with the construction of a dry-dock at Pep 
sacola; which, after an objection on a point of 

order by Mr. Levy, was negatived. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, submitted an 
amendment directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
contract with John 8. Gilbert for the erection ofa 
floating dock at Philadelphia, to be paid for at q 
sum not exceeding $200,000, contingent on ap 
examination and approval when constructed, &e 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to be 
out of order; and on an appeal, the decision of 
Chair was sustained by the committee. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, then offered 
an amendment directing the President of the Uni. 
ted States to cause an examination and survey to 
be made for a dry-dock at Philadelphia. 

Mr. HALE moved to amend so as to make the 
amendment extend toall navy-yards where there 
were no dry-docks. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania; accepted the 
amendment. 

Mr. LEVY moved that the same provision be 
adopted in relation to Pensacola as had been 
adopted in relation to New York; which was 
agreed to—ayes 67, noes 45; the vote being taken 
by tellers. 

Mr. BLACK offered a proviso to that amend- 
ment. 

Pending the question on which proviso, 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, the 
committee rose. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The Committee on Enrolled Bills reported 
several bills; which were signed by the Speaker. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Several executive communications were read, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the House adjourn; 
but—by 57 ayes and 77 noes—the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. ROGERS moved that the House adjourn. 

On division, there were seventy-two ayes, noes 
not counted. 

The House then adjourned, 


e amend. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. HALE: The petitions of Mary Fellows, Hannah 
Ward, Mary Danforth, Lucy Dame, Betsey Cheney, Me- 
hitable Mine, Rebecea Hobart, Patty Holt, Sarah C. Weeks, 
Mary French, Tamson French, Mary Carter, Elizabeth 
Stickney, Nancy Abbot, Hulda Evans, Mary Eiliott, 
Eleanor Gleason, Elizabeth Moore, Miriam Hoyt, M 
Mills, Judith Tilton, Naomi Campbell, Eunice Morrill, Ruth 
Foss, Elizabeth Calley, Susannah Drowt, and Mary Green- 
leaf, for a further allowance of two years’ pension, to com- 
mence on the 4th of March, 1841; which were referred to 
the Comumnittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Rachel Rowell, for 
arrears of pension due her late husband, Enoch Rowell. 

Also, the petition of Philip ‘Tober, for an addition to the 
pension he now receives. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, May 23, 1844. 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the vote post- 
poning indefinitely the House bill regulating the 
pa a Army and for other purposes be recon- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDENT remarked that the bill was 
not in the possession of the Senate, having been 
returned to the House. It could, however, be 
sent for, on a message for that purpose being 
adopted by the Senate. 

Mi . ATHERTON remarked that it was not @ 
bill on which the House was obliged to have any 
further action. It had been returned to that body 
with a notification of the action of the Senate. 
He suggested, therefore, whether a vote for re- 
consideration could not be entertained. 

The PRESIDENT read the twentieth rule, 
which was imperative, that a motion for the re- 
consideration of the vote on any matter not in the 
possession of the Senate, but of the other House, 
was inadmissible. 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted an order that @ 
message be sent to the House, requesting that the 
bill regulating the pay of the Army and for other 
purposes may be returned to the Senate for its 
further action thereon. 
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The order, under this rule, lies on the table for 
fuure action. = 

Some conversation was had between Mr. HAN- 
NEGAN and the PRESIDENT, as to whether 
te motion for reconsideration would stand re- 
corded as having been made to-day. 

The PRESIDENT was understood to decide 
hat the motion for reconsideration could not be 
entered on record until the bill shall have been 
returned to the Senate; but that such proceeding 
gould not preclude the entertainment of the mo- 
tion for reconsideration after the return of the bill. 

Mr. McDUFFIE remarked that a precedent to 

yern the present case was established in 1824. 
fre did not know, however, that the rules then 
were precisely the same as those of the House of 
Representatives now. The tariff of 1824 was 
gent post-haste from the House to the Senate, for 
certain purposes then well understood. Mr. 
Randolph met the bearer of the message, and 
offered to prevent the execution of the order of the 
then Speaker for forwarding the bill without 
deloy. Mr. Randolph, in the altercation, was 
overcome by the messenger, and made complaint 
i the House. The House passed resolutions 
directing that the bill should be returned. 

The PRESIDENT remarked that there was no 
sbjection to entertaining the order of the Senator 
fom Indiana. The objection was to considering 
tat that time, the rule requiring that it shall lie 
one day on the table. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. MOREHEAD presented the credentials 
of Hon. Jasez W. Huntineton, who has been 
elected by the Legislature of Connecticut a Senator 
from that State for six years from and after the 


yi day of March next; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
John Ericsson, of the State of New York, asking 
compensation for planning and superintending 
the construction of the machinery of the steam- 
ship Princeton; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. LEWIS presented the proceedings of a 
public meeting of the citizens of Leonidas county, 
Alabama, in favor of the annexation of Texas to 
the United States; which were ordered to lie on 
the tabe. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a memorial of the in- 

habitants ofthe town of Pomfret, Windsorcounty, 
Vermont, protesting against the annexation of 
Texas to the United States; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 
_Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from cit- 
zens of the county of Augusta, Virginia, praying 
that the present tariff may not be disturbed; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back, without amend- 
ment, the bill for the relief of William Elliott, jr. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Thomas G. Clin- 
ton, praying an examination of his improvement 
in steam engines; the petition of William P. Mc- 
Connel, praying that an appropriation be made 
to enable him to build a steamship upon the prin- 
tiple discovered by him; and the petition of A. 
B. Quinby, praying that an investigation may be 
wade by the commission, now sitting in the 
Washington navy-yard, into the plan of having 
steam chimneys in steam boilers. 


REPORTER IN EXECUTIVE SESSION. 





adverse report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
in the case of Julia L. Weed; the question pend- 
ing being the motion of Mr. Tatimance, so to 
amend the report as to refer the subject to the 
Commissioner of Pensions for adjustment. 

Mr. TALLMADGE withdrew his proposed 
amendment; and the adverse report of the com- 
mittee was concurred jn. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the peti- 
tion and papers of Robert Maguire. 

On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, leave was 
granted to withdraw the papers of Mrs. Weed, to 
enable the petitioner to make the eR for 
a pension to the Commissioner of Pensions. 


ILOUR OF MEETING. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Baany yes- 
terday, providing that the Senate shall in future 
meet daily at eleven o’clock, a. m., instead of 
twelve o’clock, was taken up, and so amended as 
to take effect on Monday next, and adopted. 


NOTICE OF A RESOLUTION. 


Mr. McDUFFIE remarked that yesterday he 
introduced in the Senate, when in executive ses- 
sion, a certain resolution, which he was inclined 
to think was more appropriate to be introduced in 
open session. He therefore begged leave to intro- 
duce it in open session to-day. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the motion in- 
volved a part of the executive proceeding, and 
could only come before open Senate by a motion 
in executive session to tranfer action upon it. 

‘Mr. McDUFFIE acquiesced, and wished the 
present motion to be considered as one for leave 
to introduce the resolution. 


PENSION LAWS. 


The bill to amend and consolidate the several 
naval pension laws was read the third time, and 
passed. 


STOLEN TREASURY NOTES. 


The Senate bill to provide for the payment of 
the evidences of public debt in certain cases, was 
taken up on its third reading. 

Mr. WRIGHT, not having been present yes- 
terday when the bill was advanced to its present 
stage, did not now propose to occupy much of 
the time of the Senate in a speech opposing its 
passage. He should merely say that it appeared 
to him to be a bill of very dangerous character. It 
was,as he understood it, a general bill to authorize 
the payment of evidences of public debt presumed 
to be stolen; that is, to make the Government 
illimitably liable in cases where, its obligations 
having been already paid and canceled, the evi- 
dences of the payment and canceling may be art- 
fully and fraudulently obliterated. It appeared 
to him to be an exceedingly dangerous principle. 
He did not mean, however, to make a speech on 
the occasion. His object was simply to state the 
ig upon which he could not vote for the 

ill. 


Mr. EVANS did not anticipate any objection 
to the passage of this bill. fe appeared to the 
committee to be most just and expedient. The 
facts out of which it had grown were quite as 
well known to the Senate as to the committee. 
About two years ago, or a little less, a consider- 
able amount of Treasury notes, which had been 
issued here at that time, were paid into the cus- 


of them. 
pane here, they were purloined or stolen. 
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tom-house of the city of New Orleans, and were | 
there canceled, because their payment into the | 
custom-house or land office is an extinguishment | 
Before they were returned to the De- | 


law required that Treasury notes should be re- 
ceivable in all cases in which they were presented 
in payment of public dues at the custom-houses 
and land offices. Here were these notes, without 
the slightest evidence upon them of cancellation— 
nothing to designate them whateverthus pre- 
sented to persons whose duty it was by law to 
receive them. Those persons had received them; 
and what was the consequence? Collectors, re- 
ceivers, and others, who had taken them in good 
faith, could not obtain the reception of them at 
the Treasury Department, because the Depart- 
ment held thatthey had once been canceled. What 
was to be done, then? How were these officers 
of the customs and land offices to know that the 
had been canceled? There was nothing on eart 
to show that they had been canceled. 

He had said that they were not canceled in the 
manner in which the Secretary of the Treasury 
had directed, by a rule of the Department. The 
reason given, as ascertained by an agent of the 
Department who went to New Orleans, was, that 
the collector of the customs there had never re- 
ceived this order of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. It wasa circular from the Treasury Depart- 
ment to the public officers, but had never reached 
him, and he was therefore ignorant of the mode 
prescribed by the Secretary. He canceled them 
upon the back, not knowing the regulation of the 
Department. These collectors, receivers, and 
mip individuals, who took them after they had 

een purloined, without the slightest knowledge 
of the manner in which it was done, now asked 
that they-should be paid or allowed credit for 
them. Propriety and a sense of justice towards 
these individuals required that payment of the 
notes should be allowed them. What would be 
the consequence in the event of a refusal? How 
were the community or the officers of the customs 
and land offices to know whether any Treasury 
notes offered to them are genuine or not? Thou- 
sands of dollars are offered to the custom-house 
officers daily in Treasury notes which the law 
compels them to take. He could not—if left lia- 
ble to the consequence—take them, for he did not 
know whether they had been canceled or not. It 
was desirable that as long as a currency of this 
description was in circulation, it should carry 
with ita credit. If this bill was not passed, the 
result would be that these custom-house ‘officers 
would be compelled to take such ‘of these notes 
as were still in circulation. It was manifest, then, 
that these persons should be indemnified, The 
amount which they claimed was not very great. 
He believed the whole amount stolen from the 
custom-house at New Orleans was about $100,000; 
and, so far as could be ascertained, the amount 
put into circulation was about $20,000. The bill 
required these individuals to make affidavit be- 
fore the courts of the United States, and adduce 
the most ample proof that they took the notes in * 
good faith, and had no knowledge of their being 
canceled or stolen, so that it was absoluely im- 
possible than any other than honest holders should 
receive any benefit from the passage of this bill. 
There was not the most remote probability that 
the robbers themselves would be tempted in the 
slightest degree by it. 

These were the general considerations by which 
the committee were influenced in recommending 
itg passage. It had the entire confidence and ap- 
oe ation of the Secretary of the Treasury; for 

e had a long letter from him commending the 
course of the committee. There was no danger 
at all to be appréhended from the passage of the 
bill. It had, in fact, been originally framed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury; but subsequently 
greatly modified by the Committee on Finance, 

y the addition of amendments such as the com- 


Mr. McDUFFIE threw himself upon the in- 
dulgence of the Senate, to permit him to introduce 
into the Senate, when in secret session, a reporter; 
his health being such as to disable him from 


undergoing the labor of writing out his own 
remarks, 


The PRESIDENT suggested that in executive 


session would be the proper time to entertain the 
motion, 


Mr. BERRIEN suggested to the Senator to 
Waive the motion until that time. 
Mr. McDUFFIE acquiesced in the suggestion. 


JULIA L. WEED. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


here was no evidence of their being canceled 
other than what was written on the back of the 
notes in ink. The word “ canceled,’’ which was 
written on the backs, was so carefully erased as 
to leave no sort of vestige of their having ever 
been canceled. They appeared as perfect as any 
notes that had never been canceled at all, and 
again got into circulation. The loss of them was 
not discovered at the Treasury Department for 
the period of about nine months. Many of them, 
in their circulation, got into banks, and into the 
hands of private persons, now holding them. Many || ment securities as well as to them. ‘ 
of them were paid into our custom-houses and || Mr. EVANS assured the Senator he was mis- 
land offices, and into the hands of receivers‘ and || taken. The bill solely applied to the Treasury 
collectors, who were pledged to take them. The || notes stolen from the New Orleans custom-house. 


mittee thought necessary to guard the Govern- 
ment against any possibility of being imposed 
upon by fraudulent claims arising out of the pos- 
session of any portion of these Treasury notes 
not held by innocent persons who took them in 
good faith. 

Mr. WRIGHT, on examining the bill, found, 
as he had supposed, that it was a general bill, not 
simply applicable to those cases alone identified 
with the Treasury notes stolen from the New Or- 
leans custom-house, but applicable to all Govern- 
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apply merely to those Treasury notes, it ought 
to be so specified, as there was nothing in the bill 
itself to limit its extension. The limitation should 
certainly be to that portion of the notes which 
had got into the hands of innocent holders pre- 
vious to the discovery and publication of the 
theft; otherwise the purloiners could, under this 
act, easily contrive to get the remainder into the 
hands of holders unconscious of the theft or pub- 
lication, so that the Government would have to 
pay them. If this bill should pass in its present 
form, all those Treasury notes which have not 
got into circulation would speedily be circulated. 
Now, he had supposed that all the Committee 
on Finance would assume to do, (when an indi- 
vidual case came into his hands for presentation, 
and was referred to that committee, ) would be, to 
frame some measure applicable merely to cases 
occurring previous to the discovery and publica- 
tion of the list of ‘Treasury notes purloined. But 
this bill enacts that, whenever ‘‘any Treasury 
note which has been received or redeemed by any 
authorized officer of the Government has been sub- 
sequently purloined or stolen and put into circu- 
lation, without having upon it any evidence or 
merks of having been canceled, and has been 
received by any person, or institution, for a full 
consideration, in the usual course of business, 
without notice or knowledge of the same having 
been redeemed or received as aforesaid, 6r having 
been canceled, or having been purloined or stolen 
as aforesaid, and without any circumstances ex- | 
isting to create suspicion of the good faith or due 
caution with which the same may have been 
received by such person or institution, he (the 
Secretary of the ‘Sannery) shall be, and hereby 
is, authorized to cause the amount of such note 
to be paid to the innocent holder thereof, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
ence Now, it appeared to him that the pur- 
oiners of the notes, or their accomplices, would, 
immediately after the passage of this act, make it 
their business to get the balance of the notes yet 
in their hands into circulation, for their value, to 
innocent persons, who could comply with all the 
conditions requisite to insure their payment at the | 
Treasury. He would ask, was there not at least 
great danger that, in passing such a law, tempta- 
tion would be given to clerks and agents who are 
daily in the receipt of Treasury notes to eounte- 
nance the circulation of these canceled notes? It 
appeared to him that the bill ought to be limited 
to cases occurring previous to the publication of 
the Treasury list of the stolen notes; but while 
he said this, he did not say that he was himself 
prepared to go even so far as that. 
Mr. DAYTON requested the bill would be read. | 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives || 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
‘hat whenever it shall appear, to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, upon due proof taken in the 
manner hereinafter directed, that any Treasury note which || 
has been received or redeemed by any authorized officer of |} 
the Gaverument has been subsequently puriained or stolen, || 
and put into circulation, without having upon it any evi- 
dence or marks of having been canceled, and has been re- 
eeived by any person or institution, for a full consideration, 
in the usual course of business, without notice or knowl- 
edge of the same having been redeemed or received as 
aforesaid, or having been canceled, or having been pur- 
loined or stolen as aforesaid, and without any circum- 
stances existing to create suspicion of the good faith ordue 
caution with which the same may have been received by 
such person or institution, he shall be, and hereby is, 
authorized to cause the amount of such note to be paid to | 
the innocent holder thereof, out of any money in the | 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated : Provided, That the || 
facts upon which any such payment shall be made shall | 
be proved by the oath of a eredible witness or witnesses, 
takun before any judge of the United States, in open court, 
who shall certify to the credibility of such witness or wit- | 
nesses, in the presence of the district attorney of the United | 
States for said district, who shall appear on behalf of the 
| 
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United States, and propound such interrogatories as he 
may deem necessary for the discovery of the whole truth 
connected with said examination; all which evidence 
shall be transmitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
preserved in his Department; and all willful false swear- 
ing, upon such examination, shall be, and hereby is, de- 
clared to be perjury, and liable to the punishment, for that 
offense, prescribed by the jaws of the United States: ind | 
provided further, That a statement of all Treasury notes | 
paid under the provisions of this act, within the preceding | 
year, shall be submitted to Congress with the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the finances. || 
Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That when any officer || 
or agent of the United States, duly authorized to receive, || 
or redeem, or cancel any Treasury notes issued by author- 
ity of jaw, has received, or shall receive, or has paid, or || 
shall pay, apy Treasury note which had. beea previously | 
received or redeemed by any officer or agent having author- 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WRIGHT thought, if it was intended to 


ity to receive or redeem such note, and which had subse- 


uently thereto been and put into circulation, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, oe ull and satisfactory 
proof that the same had been received or paid in good faith, 


and in the exercise of ordinary prudence, may allow a 
credit for the amount of such note, to the officer or agent 
so receiving or paying the same; and all credits which 
have, before the passage of this act, been allowed in such 
cases,and undersuch circumstances, are hereby sanctioned. 

Mr. EVANS had no desire or intention to con- 
tinue discussion upon this matter. It was plainly 
to be oven, by the bill itself, that it was so care- 
fully guarded that none but bona fide holders of 
the stolen Treasury notes, unconscious of any 
fraud at the time of taking them, could benefit b 
the law; and it was right and proper that suc 
innocent holders should not be allowed to suffer 
by their confidence in the public faith. The holder 
of any such note, applying for payment, or credit 
on it, is required to go into public court and sub- 
mit to the cross-examination of the district attor- 
ney as to the manner in which it came into his 
hands. It appeared to him to be impossible, under 
the rigid scrutiny required by the bill, that any 
fraud could be practiced on the Government, As 
to excluding those who did not obtain the notes 
now in their hands till after the publication of the 
Treasury list, it was obvious that great hardship 
and injustice might arise from such a limitation. 
In many portions of the United States it was well 
known that such public notices were not seen for 
six months after they appeared in this city or 
in New York; and, no doubt, in many instances, 
they were never heard of at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS inquired what amount, out of 
the $100,000 of the Treasury notes purloined from 
the custom-honse of New Orleans, would fall 
upon the Treasury under this bill. He under- 
stood it to be stated at from twenty to thirty thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. EVANS observed that the Treasury De- 
partment had taken every step necessary to ascer- 
tain that fact, and had come to the conclusion 
that the portion of the stolen notes put into cir- 
culation, and liable to redemption under this bill, 
did not exceed the amount stated by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. DAYTON did not mean to say he would 
not vote for the bill as it now stood; but he would 
submit to the chairman of the Finance Committee 
whether it would not be better to let all cases 
arising after the publication of the Treasury list 
stand upon their own special merits, by leaving 
them for special legislation as each claimant ap- 

ears. He confessed there was much difficulty 
in legislating by a general bill on such an occa- 
sion as this. Perhaps some of that difficulty 
might be removed by limitation; for instance, the 
word *‘ heretofore ’’ in the proper place in the 
bill would confine its operations to cases occurring 
previous to the passage of the bill. 

Mr, EVANS did not consider that of the slight- 


est consequence; the language of the bill, as it 


| now stands, being that “any Treasury note which 


has been,’’ &c., applying to past time. 

Mr. DAYTON submitted that, in acts of legis- 
lation, such phraseology applied to future tame 
as well as past time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested that, instead of 
the word * heretofore,’’ the words ‘“* previous to 
the passage of this bill,”? might be inserted. 

r. EVANS had no objection to the adoption 
of that suggestion. 

By general assent, these words were inserted 
in the first section, so as to make it read.thus: 
‘‘any ‘Treasury note which has been received or 
redeemed previous to the passage of this act,”’ &c. 

The bill was then passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the special order 
was called; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

After some hours spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 23, 1844. 


The Journal having been read, 
Mr. COBB asked the general consent of the 
House to introduce the proceedings and resolu- 


tions of a meeting held in the State of Georgia, 
in favor of the annexation of Texas. 

The SPEAKER said that there was a motion 
already pending to suspend the rules. 


Ms. COBB pe the resolutions would be m. 
ceive: neral consent. o tl 

we y ae ; gentleman, he 
Mr. WHITE said he would not object to tj, 
reception of the resolutions, but woul object ts 


their being a 

Mr. COBB said that resolutions from othe, 
States, on the same subject, had been received 
and printed by order of the House; and, ag , 
Representative of the State of Georgia, he was 
not prepared to draw a distinction between 
citizens of that State and the citizens of othe 
States. If the House chose to make the distinc. 
tion, he must acquiesee; but it was his duty to 
insist on the printing. 

Mr. WHITE said that it never had been the 
practice of the House to print any other regoly. 
tions than those coming from a State. If the gen. 
tleman persisted in moving the printing of the 
resolutions, he must object to their reception, 

Mr. COBB moved the suspension of the rules 
to enable him to offer the resolutions. ; 

The SPEAKER said there was a motion ql. 
ready pending to suspend the rules to receive, 
resolution from the gentleman from Tennessee, 

_ The question was then put on the pending mo. 
tion to suspend the rules; and it was decided jp 
the negative. 

Mr. COBB moved to suspend the rules to re. 
ceive his resolutions. 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

_ Mr. WHITE called for the reading of the cap. 
tion of the resolutions; and the reading of the 
resolutions themselves being called for by sev. 
eral, they were read. 

Mr. WHITE moved acall of the House, and 
called for the yeas and nays on the question, 

The question being put on the motion for acall 
of the House, it was rejected—ayes 42, noes 121. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
suspend the rules; on which the yeas and nays 
were taken, and resulted—yeas 75, nays 99; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, Bidlack, 
Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, Black- 
well, Bower, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Shepherd Cary, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Clinch, Clinton, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, John W, Davis, 
Dellet, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, Foster, Goggin, Ham- 
mett, Haralson, Hays, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, Hughes, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kirkpatrick, Labranebe, Leon- 
ard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McCausien, McClelland, MeCler- 
nand, McConnell McDowell, Murphy, Newton, Norris, 
Emery D. Potter, David 8. Reid, Relfe, Roberts, Russell, 
Saunders, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robern 
Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Tucker, Wentworth, Woodward, Josepb A. 
WAYS Mesers. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Baker, B 

—Nhessrs. tt ams erson er, Dar- 
ringer, Barnard, Benton, Brengle, ‘Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, Cat- 
lin, Causin, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 1, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dickey, 
Dickinson, Dillingham, Dunlap, Ellis, Florence, Foot, 
Giddings, Byram reen, Willis Green, Grider, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Hubbell, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Preston King, 
Maclay, Marsh, Mclivaine, McKay, Edward J. Morris, 
Morse, Moseley, Nes, Parmenter, Phenix, Polloek, Elisha 
R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, C M xeed, 
Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney Rope ©. 
John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Davi L. Sey 
mour, Thomas H, Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stewari, Strong, 
Summers, Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Vinton, White, Williams, Winthrop, and William Wright 


So the rules were not suspended, two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
Union, (Mr. Dromeoote in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the naval appropris- 
tion bill. ; 

Mr. RATHBUN moved an additional section 
to the bill. 

On the question of its adoption, the vote was 
taken by tellers, and were—ayes 66, noes 28; no 
quorum, 

On the second count, there were—ayes 71, noes 
36; still no quorum voting. : 

_ Mr. McDOWELL moved that the committee 
rise. 

On this motion the vote, taken by tellers, was 
—ayes 4, noes 116. 

a the committee refused to rise; and a quorum 
voted. 
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